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“I have seen several different forms of Mr. Boyle’s 
‘Aie-Pursp’ Ventilator in actual ate. and have 
much pleasure in testifying to ir efficiency.” — 
Lorp Kevin, 


Boyle’s 
parent ATR-PUMP™ 
VENTILATOR, 


Hes DOUBLE the EXTRACTING POWHR of Barlier Forms 
OVER ONE MILLION IN USE, 
Awarded the £50 Prize with Grand Di 
(only prize offered), at the Internation 
tilator Competition, London. Highest Award, 
International » Ventilater -Competition, Paris, 
Two Gold Medals 
‘Mr. Beyle’s complete success in securing the 
required continuous upward impulse is testified to by 
high authorities." GOVERNMENT REPORT (Blue Book). 


ROBERT BOYLE & SON, 
Ventilating Engineers, 
64, HOLBORN VIADUCT, LONDON, 
“Messrs, Robert Boyle and Son; the founders of the 
profession of Ventilation Engineering, have raised the 
subject to the dignity of a science.”.. REPORT ON THE 
VENTILATION ‘OF THE LONDON CusTOM HOUSE 
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LONDON HYDRAULIC POWER CO. 
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ALDOUS & : CAMPBELL! 


LOWER BLAND ST, 
“ LONDON, S.E.1. 
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__ 346-350, EUSTON 


HOT WATER fon Gar Ou tut» OR DAY. 
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ERS 


LONDON, N.W, 








Waycoop-()TIs 
: IFTS 


FETTER LANE, LO ‘ 
s. WONRL " stRner Sin inGHAd 
vineial Cities and Abroad. 


MARRYAT. SCOTT 


LI 
28, HATTON GARDEN LONDON. EC. 


MODELS 


98, Gray'sinn Rond /nettie Hotes Hat 
Phone: ithe ne CONDON. "W.C4 


HEATING 


CLARK HUNT & Co., Ltd. 


*Phone: BisnopseaTe 2131 (5 lines). 


160 & 161, SHOREDITCH, 
LONDON, El 














The SEYSSEL & METALLIC 
LAVA ASPHALTE CO, 
MR. G. F. GLENN, Prosrietor. 


MOORGATE STATION CHAMBERS, E.C.2. 
Telephone: LONDON WALL 262, 





EXPRESS LIFT CO, , LD. 


’Phone: VICTORIA 8830 to 8834 (Private Branch Exchange) 





RAGUSA 


ASPHALTE PA VING 
25/27 OXFORD, | STREET 


Sole OWNERS & IMPORTERS of 


SEYSSEL ASPHALTE 


From Gardehbo ines, Lovagn 
BASSIN-DE SEYSSEL, Sun’ PRaNcn. 





SHOP FRONTS 
SIGNS, Ere. 
IN METAL & WOOD. 





HEAD OFFICE & WORKS: 
89/97 Constitution Hill, Birm. 
Lonpon Orrice : 29/30 HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.9 





Tele.: Croydon 419 
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R. “MANSELL 


BUILDER, CONTRACTOR AND DECORATOR, 


Enquiries solicited. 


17 to 28, GRANT ROAD, CROYDON. 


Town or Country 











HEATING 


VENTILATION 





11/12, ST. ANDREW'S HILL, E.C.4. 





WALTER CARSON & SONS, 
Grove Works, Ratterees, 


COVERINE 


THE CELEBRATED 
WHITE UNDERCOATING 





TITAN LIFTS 


20, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. Telephone—Onancenr 7061 


_-— 





LIFTS OF ALL TYPES 


SMITH, MAJOR G@ STEVENS, Ltd. 
LONDON @ NORTHAMPTON. 





LIRT A. & P. STEVEN, L™ 


A eyes WORKS, CLASCOW. 
Manchester Office: 12 Charice Street. 


10 Charles Street, 





“ATLAS WHITE” Chnee 


52 ADAMITR CO. ETD. 
sBtreet, W.1, 


CEMENT 
MAYFAIR 224 


Rese Mouse, Regen¢Stzest, 





SHUTTERS 


Our Shutters are suitable for the 
enclosing of all types of opening’s ; 
BANKS, SHOPS,. TRAMWAY 
SHEDS, WAREHOUSES, LOAD- 
ING DOCKS, DRYING KILNS, 
RAILWAY SHEDS, FACTOR- 
IES, OVENS, POWER 
STATIONS, and all types of 
Commercial & Domestic Buildings 


HASKINS 








Ai LTHAM Stow, 


Ovo srece 


LIFTS 


wM, 
WADSWORTH & SONS; La. 
BOLTON.  — | 
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T was a happy thought of the R.I.B.A. Council to convene 
an International Congress on Architectural Education 
during the summer while the British Empire Exhibition 
is in full swing. We referred briefly last week to this 
Congress, which is being held in London at the end 

of July. Invitations have been widely issued to architectural 
schools and colleges all over the world, and, falling as it does 
at the time when London will be full of visitors, it is certain to 
be well attended. The papers and discussions are, we under- 
stand, being arranged to give the different countries represented 
an opportunity of telling us something of their hopes and 
aspirations for the future training of their young architects, 
as well as an historical survey of their methods and develop- 
ments in the past. American, French and British architects 
have been invited to read short papers on the past, present, 
and future aspects of architectural education in their countries, 
and the other countries have been asked to contribute papers 
on similar lines to be printed with the former in the book of 
® the proceedings, which is to be published as soon after the 
aa Congress as possible. This book should form a unique record 
of the subject. At a time when we hear so many contradic- 
tory opinions on our methods of architectural education, this 
Congress should afford an invaluable opportunity for dis- 
cussion of the reasons upon which some of these opinions are 
based, and, by contact with teachers of other nations, to find 
by comparison with others the weak points or otherwise in our 
system and theirs. In addition to the papers, a very com- 
prehensive exhibition is being arranged of the various schools’ 
work. It is intended to house this exhibition in Devonshire 





ye 


~ @% House, which has—subject to non-demolition—been very 
a kindly lent to the R.I.B.A., and in addition to hold an exhibition 
% at Conduit-street of a collection of work. done in Rome by 
> @@ American, French, and British Prix de Rome winners of recent 
aS years. The list of universities and schools who have been 


4 invited to send work is too long to print here, but to give our 


4 readers some idea of the representative nature of the exhibition 
a 3 we may mention that the list includes, in addition to some 
ae 16 British schools, 17 from America, 14 from the Dominions, 
ae two each from France, Holland, Spain and Portugal, eight each 
ee fro Belgium and Italy, four from Russia, and three from 
+ Sweden. We believe and hope that in these exhibitions the 
|) schools of the British Empire will more than hold their own with 
7 4m those of foreign countries, but, in any event, no one who is 
¢ ; interested in architectural education can afford to miss what 


should prove a unique opportunity of studying the work of 
many schools in other countries. 


' 
yf 
OFF 


2 In connection with the school system which has grown up 
" during the last twenty years in England, the R.I.B.A. Council, 
s through the Board of Architectural Education, have recently 
YW taken two steps of an administrative nature which are of more 
s importance than has, perhaps, been realised, and they will, no 
: doubt, figure in the Congress discussions. In the first place, 
Ps it has been found that, while the system whereby external 
yb *xaminers, appointed by the university schools under their 
4 Own regulations, have in practice also acted for the Board in 
“onnection with the granting of exemptions from the R.{.B.A. 
*xaminations has hitherto worked well, there is one serious 


defect in it when dealing with a number of schools—some 
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sixteen in all—whose students receive exemption from the 
Intermediate or Final, or both. In practice it has been found 
that different external examiners have been appointed by 
different schools, and it is obviously difficult for the Board to 
ensure from their reports that an approximately uniform 
standard of work has been obtained. Mr. Paul Waterhouse 
in his paper on Education in 1920 foreshadowed the likelihood 
of a change. 

As announced in our issue of February 8, this change has 
now been made. In future a panel or Visiting Board of Archi- 
tects, nominated direct by the R.I.B.A., will visit all the schools 
at frequent periods, both before and after any exemptions are 
granted. This will in no way affect any appointment by the 
schools of their own external examiners for their own purposes, 
but it will ensure that the R.I.B.A. has a full knowledge direct 
from its own inspectors of the comparative efficiency of the 
different schools, and will, we think, very much assist the 
weaker schools in improving their standards. In our judgment 
this is a wise step and will help still further to raise the prestige 
of the R.I.B.A. examinations by ensuring that no exemptions 
are given to young students who have not fully deserved them. 

In this connection it is interesting to note that the influence 
of these examinations is spreading to the Dominions, for only 
recently the New South Wales Institute has decreed that the 
R.1.B.A. examination shall form their examination for member- 
ship. If this example is followed by other Dominions, the 
Institute and its Allied Societies abroad will be linked together 
by one more common bond, which will be all for good. 

It is a development which will require some consideration 
on the part of the Council at a future date in the direction of 
encouraging men who belong to Dominion Institutes and reside 
in the Dominions after passing R.I.B.A. examinations to 
remain in some way attached to the parent body. 

The other matter we have referred to above is the poor 
competition of recent years for R.I.B.A. prizes—another subject 
which is sure to be discussed at the Congress. Whether this 
is due to the recent introduction of the Prix de Rome, Jarvis, 
and other prizes, to the lack of time complained of by the 
students in the schools, to the conditions and methods of 
judging the R.I.B.A. prizes, or to other and less obvious causes, 
we do not pretend to know, but everyone is sorry to see that the 
Soane and Tite—once the blue ribands of a student’s career— 

are so sadly neglected. We hope that the Committee, which is 
now sitting to endeavour to find the reasonand remedy the fault, 
will issue its report before the Congress assembles. We feel 
that the whole question of prizes and competitions for students 
might well be reviewed at the same time. It may be that there 
are too many, or that they are not sufficiently co-ordinated 
with the educational curriculum in the schools, and this again 
is a matter upon which the Congress might well spend some 
time and discuss with the other nations represented, who, no 
doubt, have experienced the same sort of difficulty. 

Finally, we sometimes hear complaints that the R.I.B.A 
Council are too absorbed by the purely business and semi- 
political affairs of the profession to give time to other and, 
perhaps, more important work. We ourselves have never lent 
credence to these suggestions, but we are glad when opportunity 
offers to emphasise the good work they are doing for education. 
















NOTES. 


THovuGH the paper by Mr. 


Charing Waterhouse on Monday 
Cross : ; ® 
Bridge. night was an admirable one 


in substance, the awakening 
of imagination and foresight at which it 
aimed did not seem to have had any 
good result on some of the principal 
speakers who followed him. The idea of 
Charing Cross Bridge appeared to them 
chimerical and impossible, at least for a 
long time to come. One of the most 
powerful pleas for the abandonment of 
the St. Paul’s Bridge is the menace it 
might offer to the safety of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, and evidently the Cathedral 
architect, Mr. Macartney, is very uneasy 
on that score. Those who have both 
foresight and imagination, however, look 
even beyond the safety of St. Paul’s to 
the wider issues involved, and wholly 
deprecate a muddling and piecemeal 
policy which fails to take account of the 
far-reaching effects of such schemes as the 
erection of new bridges at St. Paul’s or 
Charing Cross. After all, it is not the 
bridge qua bridge we have to think of, 
but the effect that it will have on trans- 
port and circulation, and how its ap- 
proaches on each side of the river will 
aid or injure a right development of the 
city. One of the amazing proposals 
evolved at the meeting was the erection 
of a “ beauty screen” at each side of the 
existing bridge, so that the steam railway 
may pass between two roadways at 
each side of it, and so perpetuate the 
old bridge for years to come! On the 
whole the meeting on Monday does not 
appear to have been helpful to the 
cause of progress, though that could 





Proposed St. Paul’s Station and Approaches. 
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not be laid to lucid arguments of Mr. 
Waterhouse. 





One unfortunate item in 


Unfair the account presented by 
Compari- : A 
sons. objectors to a new Charing 


Cross Bridge is the com- 
parative cost. Is it fair to compare the 
cost of two millions for St. Paul’s Bridge 
with fourteen millions for Charing Cross ? 
Is it by deterioration of property by the 
erection of a costly viaduct? There is, 
at any rate, no need for this in a low- 
level bridge, which would result in large 
added values to the land about the 
approaches on both the north and south 
banks. We can even imagine an outlay 
of fourteen millions on a bridge which is 
wanted being better value than two 
millions on one which is not, especially 
if in the former case it results in the fine 
and beautiful development of an imperial 
city. There may be no greater curse to 
the good of a great city than the hide- 
bound and unimaginative mind of the 
so-called practical man. 





A VERY timely article ap- 
pears in the Outlook of 
February 9, by Mr. Manning 
Robertson, on “ Architec- 
ture as an Art or a Pro- 
fession.” He thinks that more outspoken 
criticism on modern architecture should 
be forthcoming, and that the duty of 
looking after the new architecture, which 
is still in splints, must fall on the shoulders 
of the architect, even when kindness 
entails a certain amount of cruelty. He 
says, as things are to-day, a difficulty 


An Art ora 
Profession ? 





Specially drawn for The Builder by the late ApRIaN BEBRINGTON. 
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arises from the architect’s dual _persop- 
ality : “ The time has come for the archi- 
tect to make up his mind once and for 
all which he is going to be. It he elects 
to be an artist, half the world will lose 
faith in him, for how could an artist 
understand about drains and gas coppers ? 
If he decides on the professional man, 
the other half will have no use for him, for 
how can one profitably discuss matters of 
art with a man who admittedly is not an 
artist? The present tendency is up- 
questionably for the architect to regard 
himself more and more as an artist, and 
it is his business to make the public 
realise that artists are not necessarily 
fools when it comes to practical considera- 
tions affecting their art.’’ 





WE give this week an 
interesting article by Major 
Harry Barnes, on “ Exemp- 
tion of New Houses from 
Rating,” in which the ob- 
jections to the proposal are cogently 
stated. We have already expressed 
similar opinions on this method of assist- 
ing the production of houses, and we 
believe that, while local rates have a 
serious effect on house building, the idea 
of giving temporary relief would not be a 
remedy. It is merely another method of 
avoiding the burden by placing it on 
other shoulders. 


Exemption 
of New 

Houses from 
Rating. 





As might have been expec- 
Landscape ted, the election of Mr. 
Architecture.Thos. H. Mawson to the 

Presidentship of the Town- 
Planning Institute has given him 
an opportunity to urge the claims 
of landscape architecture to a much more 
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important place in the world than it has 
at present, and that its teaching should be 


made 2 more prominent feature in our 
educational work. That the landscape 
architect should be a dominant factor in 
town planning was strongly objected to 
by Mr. Carby “Hall after the delivery of 
Vir. Mawson’s Presidential address ; but, 
however strongly this view may be held 
by many, there is still ample force in Mr. 
\iawson’s claim for the possibilities which 
underlie the profession of landscape 
architecture. After all, landscape garden- 
ing and landscape architecture may be 
two very different things. The 
new President, with his great enthusiasm, 
linked with an exceptionally wide ex- 
rience, should be a valuable asset to a 
body which has already done so much 


good work. 





As an example of current 
A taste and thought we might 
Query. instance the cover of the 
Society of Women Artists’ 
catalogue. We are inclined to doubt 
whether the insistence of the nude 
has any necessary or vital import con- 
cerning the exhibition. Do we need to 
be reminded of a figure which we can see 
ina picture gallery or museum, or every 
night in a music- hall ? To some people, 
of course, the human figure is the most 
attractive subject for art effort, but even 
this is not universal. 





A First glance at the 
Canadian recent paper on Canada, 


Architecture. by Mr. Percy Nobbs, would 

suggest a visit to a region 
with a strong appeal for the architect. 
The fact is that the English and French 
traditions, from the England of the 
Georges and the France of the Louis, 
produced a particularly interesting type 
which was well shown in the illustrations 
toMr. Nobbs’ paper. The French influence 
as well as the English produced something 
definitely fresh and quaint in their early 
colonial work which, as Mr. Nobbs pointed 
out, was partly ameliorated by climate 
and partly hy the use of that greatest of 
all timbers, white pine, now well-nigh 
squandered out of existence: “‘ To build 
in the good old ways now becomes 
desperately costly, and that part of 
the goodness which was craftsmanship is 
quite unattainable.” Fairly to estimate 
the reasons for the unfavourable contrast 
between ear! er work and that of the 
present time, we should have to go deeper 
than a mere difficulty as to materials. 
= more tha half of the thirty-seven 
ilustrations t. Mr. Nobbs’ paper the archi- 
‘ect may disc: rn an architectural instinct, 
which is large !y lacking in the work of 





aw Architects will, we are sure, 
* grateful to Mr. Nobbs for his able 
paper and its illustrations. 

tant /-DGING by the crowded 
be mre udience which listened to 
Cathedral the recent lecture at Uni- 


Paul Vitry % rsity College by Monsieur 


n the sculpture of Rheims 
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Scheme for a New Waterloo Station and Approaches. 


Specially drawn for The Builder by the late ADRIAN BERRINGTON. 


cathedral, there is a larger public than 
commonly supposed who appreciate such 
lectures. That an audience of so varied a 
character should listen with evident 
delight, for considerably over an hour, to 
a speaker in a foreign tongue, says as 
much for the vivid manner of Monsieur 
Vitry’s lecture as for the interest of his 
matter. With dramatic realism he des- 
cribed first the medizval craftsman and 
his work (differentiating between the 
archaic style of some of the statues, and 
the more contemporary style of others ) ; 
then the tragedy which opened in Sep- 
tember, 1914; and finally the efforts 
now being made to gather together and, 
in some cases, to restore the shattered 
remnants of the glory of Rheims. The 
lecture was admirably illustrated. 





THE recent developments 
Mural and which have improved so 
Poster 
Ase much the art of the poster, 
through the use of gay and 
flat colour and simple decorative design, 
have led to reactions in other directions, 
and this simpler and more elementary 
treatment so adapted to the ephemeral 
character of the poster is the logical 
direction of much of the work carried on 
now as an alternative to the old traditions 
of painting, which are somewhat dis- 
counted to-day. Yet this tradition of 
painting cannot be lost sight of, with its 
higher accomplishment and fulness of 
treatment, without great loss to art. 
We seem to denote in the present expon- 
ents of mural decoration a confusion 
between two things, and much of what 
they would attribute to the nature of 
mural painting applies more to the 
poster. It is not desirable that mural 
art should be confined within such limits, 
or that it should be supposed to depend 
on them. Crude and gay colour, flat 
tinting, &c., reach a result, but it is 
not the result we should look for in mural 
painting; but for an epic and exalted 
approach in which we see mastery in 
relation to great and enduring ideas, 


WHEN it comes to examin- 


Methods 
of ing the methods through 
Mural whic h the mural decoration 
Painting. for the London County Hall 


was to be promoted, it will be seen 
that in spite of all) the sentimental 
talk about “the art of mural decora- 
tion,” these actual paintings were not 
mural at all. We quote the following 
from the letter of Mr. George 8. C, 
Swinton (County Hall): “ But the real 
trouble was that while in all probability 
these cartoons were designed and worked 
out in wide studios, these corridors in 
which they were shown—and rightly 
shown, because they would have to 
hang there—are only nine feet wide. 
We were too near them—hence these 
tears.” Could condemnation be more 
complete? These paintings were a 
studio substitute executed under none 
of the conditions of mural art—which is 
done in situ—on the wall itself. The work 
not having been executed in the right 
situation could not but fail, and the 
astonishing thing is that such methods 
should have been adopted in order to 
promote mural art. Mr. Halsey Ricardo 
regrets that opportunity of encouraging 
young artists “at an extraordinarily 
cheap rate’’—what a recommendation, 
coming from an artist !—should have been 
lost. It is felt by many artists that all 
the talk about “ actual mural treatment ” 
in the light of the facts is very ill-informed 
indeed. A great deal of mystery is 
made about it, but approached in the 
right way the walls themselves will yield 
up to the artist what he needs to know. 

How much experience of mural painting 
had Michelangelo when he started the 
Vatican Chapel? The theoretic ap- 
proach which has governed the promoters 
of mural art leads them away from the 
facts, and enables them to believe i in the 
advantage of fostering it “at an extra- 
ordinarily cheap rate,” by employing 
students instead of experienced artists, 

and by doing the work in the wrong 
way. 
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GENERAL NEWS. 


Concrete Houses for Bradford. 


The Bradford Health Committee recently 
accepted a tender for the erection of 200 concrete 
houses at a cost of £418 per house. Acceptance 
of the tender followed the visit of a deputation 
to see concrete houses at Birmingham. 


Zoning of London. 


The Council of the London Chamber of Com- 
merce has appointed a Special Committee with 
authority to communicate with the Ministry of 
Health and other bodies offering the Chamber’s 
assistance in the various proposed schemes for 
town planning, which are being undertaken in 
London districts, 


Esher Common. 


Esher and Dittons Council decided recently 
to drop the idea of the promotion of an Improve- 
ment Bill to give them control of about 1,000 
acres of common. The Bill would have given 
the Council power to establish a golf-course on 
Esher Common, but it has been strongly opposed 
by a ratepayers’ meeting. 


Tutankhamen at Wembley. 


An exact reproduction of the tomb of Tutank- 
hamen has been completed for the British 
Empire Exhibition at Wembley. It is the 
work of Mr. W. Aumonier, architectural 
sculptor, who evolved all the reproductions 
from photographs. The amount of gold leaf 
used in the reproduction cost about £1,000. 
The contents will be arranged at Wembley in 
exactly the same positions in which they were 
found at Luxor. The tomb has been dug out 
of the ground. 


City Aldermanic Vacancy. 


Mr. Josiah Gunton, F.R.1.B.A., is a candidate 
for the vacancy in the representation of the ward 
of Coleman-street on the Court of Aldermen, 
caused by the death of Sir John Bell. 

Mr. Gunton has represented the ward on the 
Court of Common Council for over twenty 
years, and was Chief Commoner for the Court 
in 1922, He is a member of the Wheelwrights’ 


Company, of which he was Master in 1909. 
He has practised as an architect in the ward 
for thirty-five years. 


% 
a The 


Royal Masonic Institution Junior School for Boys, 
Design Placed First: By Mxssrs. Davis & EMawust and Hewry C. Smarr. 
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The Architect as Town-Planner. 


Mr. H. V. Lanchester, F.R.I.B.A., recently 
delivered the third lecture of the Northern 
Architectural Association’s session. Mr. W. T. 
Jones was in the chair. 

In the course of his remarks he said town 
planning needed co-operative effort, and the 
question to be determined was the place of the 
a.chitect in the group of technicians employed. 
The statement that town planning required 
co-operative effort among technicians of various 
types he regarded as in no way detracting 
from the position of the architect. He was 
far more likely to find his contribution of” 


value if he were able to appreciave the 
points of view of the engineer and the 
sociologist. He would like to see the 


architect as the leading spirit of all adven- 
tures in civic planning and, given one with 
appropriate faculties, this might well be the 
case. The fuller his knowledge of the technique 
of town planning, the more likely he was to be 
able to justify the ideas he propagated. 

In regard to the reorganization of our towns: 
Mr. Lanchester said most of our large towns 
would soon be demanding definite plans for 
the development of their central areas so as to 
provide suitable sites for public buildings and 
monuments. Our streets were susceptible of 
many improvements—shelters, kiosks, and the 
arrangement of lights would often lend them- 
selves to better arrangement. 

The easiest way to obtain recognition for 
their own views, he concluded, was to make 
it clear that they were able to comprehend the 
ground on which others formed theirs. Thus, 
general knowledge of the subject as a whole 
must be used as a basis in order to establish 
the importance of the position occupied by 
architects. 


A Builder’s Estate. 


Alderman Charles Edward Doughty 
Cornwall-gardens, Margate, builder, aged 7 
left £43,825. 


British Empire Exhibition. 


In addition to the contract for the Australian 
Pavilion, the contract for the entire roofing of 
the Canadian Buildings at the Wembley Exhibi- 
tion has been secured by the Ruberoid Co., Ltd., 
Lincoln House, 296-302, High Holborn, W.C.2, 
and represents a roof area of 12,000 square 
yards, 
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COMPETITION NEWS 


Weybridge Hospital Competition. 
The assessor, Mr. William A. Pite, F.R.I.2.A. 
has issued his award in this competition, and it 
has been adopted by the Committee :— 
1. Messrs. A. W. Kenyon, F.R.1.B.A., and 
S. B. Livock, A.R.I.B.A., London. 
2. Mr. Percy J. Westwood, A.R.I.B.A., 





Adam-street, Adelphi, W.C. . 
3. Messrs. H. V. Lanchester, F.R.I.B.A., 
Lucas, F.R.1.B.A., and T, A. Lodge, A.R.I.B.A., 


London. 

_ The design placed first is given in this 
issue. 

Royal Masonic Institution School for Boys. 

A review of the designs submitted in this 

competition is given on p. 291, and the design 
placed first, by Messrs. Davis & Emanuel and 
Mr. Henry C. Smart, is given in this issue. 


Leicester Fire Station. 

The assessors in this competition, Mr. Stock- 
dale Harrison, F.R.LB.A., and Mr. E. G. 
Mawbey, City Surveyor, have made the following 
award :— 

1. (£100).—Mr. Trevor Sawday, A.R.I.B.A., 
56, London-road, Leicester. 

2. (£50).—Mr. Arthur J. Wood, A.R.I.B.A., 
Prestwold, Westfield-road, Leicester. 

3. (£€25).—Messrs. Moore and F. H. Morley, 
A.R.1L.B.A., Leicester. 


Masonic Peace Memorial. 


particulars of this competition 
No sending-in 


For full 
see our issue for February 8. 
date has yet been fixed. 


Other Competitions. 

Other competitions still open include the 
following (the dates given are, first the sending- 
in date, and second the issue of The Builder in 
which full particulars were given) :—Essays 
on Heating and Ventilating (Mar. 31; 
Nov. 9, 1923). Industrial Designs (June; 
Dec. 21, 1923). National Theatre (April 26), 
Monument to Sir Wilfrid Laurier (April 3; 
Dec. 14, 1923). Belfast Union Lighting (Mareb ; 
Nov. 9, 1923). Dunfermline War Memoria] 
(March 8; Dec. 28, 1923). Newcastle Concert 
Hall (March 1; Oct. 26, 1923). Ross-Smith 
Memorial (Sept. 30; Feb. 1). Newcastle Fire 
Station (March 27; Feb 1). 







i 


Bushey, Competition. 


(See p. 291.) 
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ROYAL MASONIC BOYS’ SCHOOL, BUSHEY. 


We illustrate this week the design placed first 
in the limited competition for a Boys’ School 
for th Royal Masonic Institution at Bushey. 

The winning design (D), by Messrs. Davis & 


Emanuel and Henry C. Smart, gives a good 
main frontage to the angle of London-road and 
Falconer-road ; the big school is in the centre, 


flanked by classrooms on the left and dining hall 
block on the right. Behind the big school is a 
quadrangle 170 ft. square, and on the northern 
boundary of this the curved line of connecting 
corridors impinged fronting the bowed line of 
eight pairs of houses, with the headmaster’s 
house in the centre commanding the playing- 
fields to the north. The existing gardens are 
retained at the angle of the site, and to the east 
are the infirmary, hospital, &c. The lay-out 
is simple and in many respects good. The 
elevations are in the main nicely balanced and 
have a touch of collegiate character. If we 
consider that the main consideration in a 
hospital should be the patient we might also 
think the boy should be the main concern in a 
boys’ school. So we rather doubt whether it 
was best to place the urinals and lavatories at 
the south-end of the boys’ houses and the 
gardens and ends of dayrooms and dormitories 
to the north. It would perhaps have been 
better to have the conveniences on the playing- 
fields’ fronts, and the gardens to the south end of 
the houses, so that the sun might fairly penetrate 
the ends of the rooms and avoid having sanitary 
blocks to the south ends and so shutting out 
direct sunlight from dayrooms and dormitories. 
In the winning design these blocks appear to 
be two stories high if we regard the; plans, 
but only one story high if we go by the eleva- 
tion. The pen-and-ink perspective with this 
design was prepared by Mr. Sydney R. Jones. 
The lay-out of (F), Messrs. Gotch & Saunders, 
has some similarity to design (D), but the blocks 
of houses run across the site east and west in 
one straight line, with the assembly hall in the 
centre. Jn front of the hall is a quadrangle 
with classrooms at the south side, and to the 
south of the quad is the dining-hall, and in front 
of that again the kitchen department, whilst 
north of that is the power-house, and right and 
left infirmary and sanatorium. The headmas- 
ter’s house and the music school are left and 
right of the assembly hall, fronting the playing- 
fields. There is some pleasant elevational 
treatment, especially in the infectious diseases 
sanatorium and the assembly hall, the principal 


elevations of which would only be seen from 
the quad. There are no less than 34 sheets of 
well-executed drawings illustrating the design. 

(B), by Mr. T. R. Milburn, is an Elizabethan 
design which, in its general impressiveness, with 
a good balance of parts, is quite good, and is 
shown in a pleasing bird’s-eye. It has a good 
carriage approach from the angle of the roads, 
a lodge, and, forming one side of the quad to 
the south, a block of administrative offices. 
The headmaster’s house is in the centre between 
the houses, looking over the playing-fields. 
Some of the house blocks are parallel to the 
front buildings at the south side of the master’s 
house, and four more are parallel to the London 
and Falconer roads. There are only six sheets 
tp the illustration of this design. 

(G), by Mr. J. C. Dawson, has a very pictur- 
esque disposition of buildings, giving an agreeable 
main front centred by a tower. The houses 
are arranged’ around two courts (west and east) 
with polygonal sides. The treatment and propor- 
tion of the elevations are good, and the collegiate 
character of the work is very satisfactory. 
It is certainly an attractive design, and would 
result in many features of interest, with excellent 
architectural qualities. 

(E), by Messrs. Brown & Barron, is a Tudor 
design of merit, and the big school is made a 
pleasant andJoutstanding feature in the group- 
ing. The dining-hall is economically treated in 
the kitchen block. The headmaster’s house is 
rather out of the way. 

(A), by Mr. H. Percy Monckton, would have 
ranked better had he not crowded his buildings 
so closely together. 

(C). Messrs. Buckland & Farmer have adopted 
a sort of Georgian type with some able treat- 
ment. One hardly likes the placing of the 
hospital blocks to the south at the roads’ angle, 
though a good effect of the design would, 
however, be had from the playing-fields. The 
headmaster’s house is in a good place for the 
occupier, but it was to have oversighted the 
playing-fields. No doubt masters and nurses 
prefer to have a corner isolated somewhat from 
the place in which they are continually working. 

The following is the Assessor’s report :— 

“The seven designs submitted are exhibited 
by 580 drawings and 197 typewritten folios ; 
and it has been necessary to study these closely, 
for though most of the designs have some excel- 
lent features, there is none that I can con- 
fidently recommend you to carry out as it 
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stands in a satisfactory manner for less than a 
10 per cent. addition to the £240,000 allowed. 
The competitors have evidently found difficulties 
in dealing with the site; in the large amount of 
accommodation required on the first floor of the 
boys’ houses, as compared with that below, 
and, on combining adequate cross-ventilation 
in the kitchen department with a convenient 
and lavour-saving concentration. But it is 
evident that the limit of cost has been the chief 
difficulty, and has generally resulted in cramped 
dimensions, inferior construction or underpriced 
estimates. My examination of the designs has 
convinced me that the required accommodation 
in a convenient form, and in buildings of sound 
construction and materials, must involve a 
larger expenditure than £240,000. The design 
marked (D) though not a perfect solution of 
the problem set by the “Instructions and 
Conditions,” approaches, in my opinion, more 
nearly to such a solution than any other. An 
injudicious desire to preserve the existing 
gardens has led the competitors to place the 
buildings farther down the hill than necessary, 
and you will probably desire a more permanent 
form of covered-way than a _ timber-framed 
one. But in other respects the arrangements 
are generally good, and in several departments 
are the best proposed. The specification of 
materials and construction are particularly 
full and satisfactory ; my check of the estimate 
makes this one of the least costly designs, 
and the architectural character of the buildings 
is simple and pleasing without extravagance 
or superfluous ornamentation. Accordingly, I 
declare the design marked D to be the best. 
Design A is to be commended for an excellent 
internal arrangement of the boys’ houses, (B) 
for the monumental character of the scheme, 
and (F) for beautiful drawing.® 
(Signed) Frank T. BAaGGALLy. 


0 
Royal Institute of Architects of Ireland. 


At a recent meeting of the Council of the 
Royal Institute of the Architects of Ireland, 
a vote of condolence with the relatives of the 
late Mr. James Moore Caldwell Robinson, of 
Londonderry, was passed. It was resolved 
to take steps so as to arrange, if possible, for a 
conference on the subject of the shortage of 
skilled tradesmen in Ireland, which it is feared 
is likely to hamper developments. The following 
were declared elected members of the Institute : 
Messrs. Robert S. Barnes (Navan), Joseph J. 
Bruntz (Edenderry) and Frederick H. Jermyn 
(Dublin). 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


Doing or Talking. 


Six,—It is awfully good of the R.I.B.A. to 
think of giving Professor Lethaby a medal, and 
I’m sure Professor Lethaby will be delighted to 
have it, but I’m equally sure that both Professor 
Lethaby and all sensible members of the In- 
stitute would rather that the “old Lady of 
Conduit-street ” did as he told them instead of 
giving him medals, 

I suppose about two hundred years hence, 
when this civilisation has passed away, some 
member of an Art Committee or possibly of a 
Fine Arts Commission will wake up from his 
doze and say: “This man spoke the truth ; 
this man was great and wonderful; let us go 
and write books about him ; let us go and make 
speeches over his grave; let us lay wreaths on 
his tomb and thus show honour to the great——..”” 
But when, oh when, will Humanity obey the 





great—not in word but in deed ? 
W. W. Scorr-Moncrierr. 
Unification and Registration. 
Srr,—The Defence League circular signed by 


Mr. Cross and Mr. Perks, with which members 
of the R.I.B.A. have been favoured, indicates 
clearly that the policy of this League is now 
definitely anti-registrationist, for reasons set 
out in the circular, as well as against any real 
reconciliation with the Society of Architects. 

Every vote given for the League is, therefore, 
a vote given against registration. 

Whatever the policy of the present- Council 
may be, its members were certainly not elected 
by an overwhelming vote at the last election 
to give up in so half-hearted a manner the 
attempt to find a solution of this difficult problem 
and it is, therefore, to be hoped that members 
will wait until the proposals of the Council are 
announced before lending their support to such 
a retrograde movement as is foreshadowed in 
the Defence League circular. 

Maurice E. Wess, 
Hon, Secretary, 1922 Emer- 
gency Committee. 

Sir,— 1 have received another circular letter 
from the R.1I.B.A. Defence League. The points 
therein seem to me to lack the force and reason 
that a previous document anent registration 
possessed, 

For instance, the fact that we have not a 
*‘ public case,” and are unable to put one 
before our Parliamentary agents on such a vital 
matter to the profession as registration, leads 
me to think we had better put an end to dissen- 
tion and try to make the Institute an harmonious 
and live body, of real assistance to its members. 
Why should we trouble about such items as :— 

(1) The temporary loss of dignity, because 
a few probably quite capable, but unqualified 
men, are admitted to its ranks. 

(2) Considering whether it is consistent with 
professional etiquette to draw public attention 
by notice boards to the fact that plans of new 
buildings can be seen at an architect's office. 

(3) Endeavouring to make its members dress 
up in gowns or pose as artists, when the majority 
are struggling professional men trying to make 
a bare living, some even as assistants. 

Objects that are “ purely defensive ” 
lead to progress. 

One of the few practical matters taken up 
by the R.I.B.A., which has led to good results 
for its members and the public, is the banning 
of unfair competitions, and this was the result 
of united action. 

With regard to the need for registration or 
unification. {n a suburban town, at a recent 
General Purposes Committee meeting, out of 
47 sets of plans submitted for approval by the 
local authority, only eight sets were prepared 
by architects. In this same town there is a 
builder whose office windows are filled with 
drawings of “villas” and “ bungalows” 


do not 


of questionable design, and who further offers 





to submit plans for intending clients, of whom, 
incidentally, he obtains a great many. These 
are facts which it is useless to dream over, or 
pass by. 

Our Institute has long aimed to improve the 
public taste and raise the dignity of the pro- 
fession, and it is not by its present methods 
or by public lectures that it will quickly and 
satisfactorily attain these ends, but by a scheme 
of registration or unification by Act of Parlia- 
ment which will effectually prevent the present 
scandalous methods which are a disgrace to the 
architectural world. No building can be 
erected without consent of the local authorities ; 
therefore, why not make it compulsory for all 
plans submitted to local authorities to be 
prepared by an architect qualified by Act of 
Parliament ? e 

Times are changing, and a sane and vigorous 
policy is needed, otherwise the position of the 
architect will become worse instead of better. 


A. ArcuEer-Betuam, A.R.I.B.A. 


Srr,—Such an enormous number of profes- 
sional classes allow preconceived political 
notions to formulate their estimate of any 
given political circumstances that it seems 
opportune to make a suggestion that although 
any given group of legislators may, in the 
accepted and possibly not accurate conception 
of their motive, appear to be adverse to the 
welfare of a given class or principle, they may in 
detail, so far from being so, represent a point of 
view quite dissimilar from any notion pre- 
conceived. The present Government is one 
very likely to encourage this preconception 
so far as the professional classes are concerned. 
I heard only recently a distinguished member 
of the clergy express a view which might lead 
us to suppose that the advent of a Labour or 
Socialist Ministry necessarily led to a submersion 
of intellectual interests to the material selfishness 
of one. It is not difficult to perceive that there 
exists in the present Government, whether we 
like it politically or not, elements more sym- 
pathetically inclined to the interests of our art 
than in preceding Governments, and having 
reached that conclusion we should be very foolish 
not to consider such a circumstance as one 
which should be carefully studied with a view 
to the opportunity it affords to establish the 
unselfish ideals which we have long cherished 
but until now have seen so little possibility of 
putting into practical form. 

The suggestion, therefore, is, having 
circumstances of government favourable with 
liberty to give intelligent attention to the many 
just demands, whether we shall not immediately 
put forward our claims for proper recognition. 
The design of such important structures as 
theatres, public buildings generally, hospitals, 
homes for the working classes, and similar 
highly responsible undertakings are at least as 
important as the drawing of a tooth—a dentist 
can, by carelessness or incompetence, break 
the tooth or injure the jaw of one person at a 
time, but he is still recognised; an architect 
failing to make proper calculations for the struc- 
ture of a stadium or theatre jeopardises or 
perhaps destroys the lives of scores or even 
hundreds of peopic by one mistake. It is fully 
obvious, therefore, to all but the intelligently 
blind, or singularly foolish, that it is of more 
importance for the public to have some guarantee 
of the competence of those whom it employs 
to design its structures than those who draw its 
teeth, and yet up to now this point of view has 
never been recognised by the State 

Now, therefore, that a chance presents itself 
of receiving the consideration of a new element 
in government, our profession should make an 
endeavour to” have its claims for recognition 
considered at” once, and it should ask the 
various Institutes and Societies representing 
the architectural profession if it is not a fitting 
time to endeavour to compromise their’ many, 
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and in some cases trifling, differences with a v 
to having a Registration Bill considered du 
the life of the existing Parliament. 

We do not know how long the present Minis: 
will remain in office—those of us whose polit 
opinions are antagonistic to the Labour pol 
will, perhaps, wish it to be short—the aims 
the present Cabinet are such that it is hig 
probable that as a new thing in governme: 
its life may be short: that the same pa 
will return again to office no thoughtful pers 
can doubt, but still not one of us can tell how 
long once they have departed they may rem 
out of office. Surely, then, we should not n 
what may be our greatest opportunity to g: 
recognition in this generation. 

I would, therefore, like to suggest that it is a 
fitting time for the Institute and Society of 
Architects to settle their minor difficulties, and, 
in some cases, trivial disputes, and bring into 
sympathetic unison the other organisations 
affected with a view to submitting a Bill to this 
Government. The signs are that such a Bill 
would receive their support ; there have been 
few such potential elements in any government 
before. We have to regard the matter not as 
members of any particular party, so far as 
politics are concerned, but as men wanting to 
see our work, and the public who trust it, 
properly safeguarded from the incompetent and 
unscrupulous. Do not let us allow any lethargy 
or any group prejudice arising from the difler- 
ences between different bodies among us and 
comprising us, interfere with the accomplish- 
ment of this very great and very important 
object. It would be well if someone—best of 
all the Institute itself—set to work to formulate 
and set in motion machinery to accomplish this 
most desirable end in the shortest possible time. 

H. 


Srr,—Judging from a circular recently issucd 
to all corporate members of the R.I.B.A., it 
appears as if the old quarrel between “ins” 
and “outs” is to be revived, upon crabbed 
points and petty issues. I am now becoming an 
old man, and rarely intervene, but trust you will 
allow me to point a way by which, perhaps, 
what all desire (registration, with such unificatici 
as would necessarily be involved), mey be 
brought about with good feeling and general 
consent. There are strong opponents of either 
“ Registration” or “ Unification” taking 
precedence. The way of generous statesmanship 
appears to be that of concurrency. 

The Society’s Bill, as it stands, would certainl) 
register all members of the Society, but it would 
wreck the Society. On the other hand, it would 
not need much altering to itself confer upon these 
gentlemen, as well as upon all others who, net 
being members of the R.1I.B.A., could claim 
registration, the title of ‘“‘ Registered Architect 
(or any other that might be agreed upon), and 
to bring all under Institute control. A little 
generosity here, in admitting at the time ol 
passing of the measure a considerable number 
as Fellows, Associates or Licentiates (not under 
Charter, but under the Bill), would work 
wonders, and do only temporary harm. 

Such a Bill, under the present Governmen' 
—remembering that the Society’s Bill as 
stands was “settled” by a K.C. who now 
holds high office, and that its general princip! 
are those with which trade unionists are boun«| 
to agree—would stand quite a good chance o! 
passing. To say, as has been said, that thers 
is no public case for it is sheer nonsense. Th: 
whole of the slum problem of the present time 
denotes the case! With properly trained archi 
tects, under whom alone habitable buildings 
would be allowed to be constructed, no such pro- 
blem could have arisen. But the necessar) 
powers could only be given to architects who 
were welded under registration into a bod) 
whose competence was recognised, and who 
could be dealt with if necessary—just as the 
issue of death certificates could scarcely have 
been” permitted to medical practitioners before 
they secured registration. All our building by- 
laws, &c., are mere makeshifts for lack of such 
registration. 
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Statesmanship, generosity, and boldness, com- 
bined, perhaps, with a little mutual good- 
will, alone are necessary—and also combined 
with promptitude and clear leadership from the 
right quarter—to secure that which we all 
desire, and for which I have personally been 
striving ever since my letter of February, 1884, 
just forty years ago. Croakings may be dis- 
regarded, for the whole outlook of Parliamnet 
has ( h unged, 


Kent. G. A. T. MippLETon. 





Does the Institute produce the Architect or the 
Architect the Institute ? 


Sm,—Members of the Royal Institute of 


British Architects, judging by correspondence 
received, are much concerned about “‘ inclusion ”’ 
and “exclusion” of those who are at present 


outside its circle. 

The argument for “‘ exclusion ” is based mainly 

» gentlemen's failure or omission to pre- 
themselves for examination. In the 
majority of cases these practitioners have 
passed the age for academical study, yet pro- 
bably have a much more advanced knowledge 
than the student, who by passing the examina- 
tion merely shows he has the minimum amount 
of general knowledge required before he should 
attempt to practise. This examination is of 
great value, for it sets a standard and produces 
a syllabus of subjects desirable for study. To 
pass the examination shows, at least, a student 
has set his mind upon the profession, but its 
value may be over-estimated. 

The practise of architecture is of a peculiar 


on the 


sent 


nature. It depends upon a man’s inherent gifts, 
or hereditary ability, much more than on 
academic training. It requires a power not to 
be acquired from books. The power to assi- 
milate is especially necessary. Architects are 


assimilators, or they are not architects. One 
must assimilate the wants and requirements of 


any building to obtain fitness in design. Be- 
sides, there is no penalty that can be imposed 
upon one who has passed the examination, if he 
erects buildings devoid of architectural merit. 


If an architect who has not passed the examina- 
tion proves he can produce a meritorious design, 
surely this is quite sufficient? It is urged by 
some, No—-the man should be a man of culture 
and have had a liberal education. Can we 
demand so much? Is this demand made in 
any profession? It is ability that counts, and 
the examination can be no criterion or a sure 
testimony of the student’s ability in the years 
to follow. It is necessary to stoop to rise, 
and if the Institute should, by inclusion, embrace 
all those of approved ability to practise within 
its circ le, the Institute, like a balloon, will rise 
again and by its increased size be much more 
promunent than it is to-day. In fact, as before 
urged, the Institute should blend with kindred 
Societies, then teach as well as examine; in 
short, aim at forming a Royal College of Archi- 


tecture. by dropping individual interests all 
Societies could combine and _ solidify—have 
one aim which would lift the Institute out of 
Perpetual lickerings of a never-to-be-settled 
policy. With apology for my length. 


Epwarp A. JOLLYE. 
Lond mn. 





Literature and Architecture. 
SIR, 


Pe Th omments made at the annual 
——— Leeds “Architectural Society 
‘uggested that no great writer had yet dealt 
ara | th architecture because of the 
not Th the requisite technical training. Is 
Medalliet (1 Hardy (Hon. F.R.1.B.A. Inst. 
on of o Essays) 1862). and possibly the great- 
~ did iving iglish novelists. an exception ? 

as artic to an architect in Dorset when 


Sixteen years 
\. Blomfield 
abandon arch 


ige, and later worked under Sir 
London. He did not finally 
‘ture until he was 34 years of 


age. Surely , all 
~ o. , Lluis has a-certain clear significance ? 
k Jude } Obscure ” ter 
Jude had con! there occurs (af 


sed he was sickened of ecclesi- 


astica 
Heal work) th following illuminating passage : 
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““ You ought to have learned Classic. Gothic is 
barbarian art, after all. Pugin was wrong, and 
Wren was right. Remember the interior of 
Christminster Cathedral. . . . Under the pic- 
turesqueness of those Norman details one can 
see the grotesque childishness of uncouth people 
trying to imitate the vanished Roman forms, 
remembered by dim tradition only.” 

Again, in describing Jude’s first sight of the 
city of Christminster : 

“The numberless architectural pages around 
him he read, naturally, less as an artist critic of 
their form than as an artisan and comrade of the 
dead handicraftsmen whose muscles had actually 
excited those forms. He examined the mould- 
ings, stroked them as one who knew their 
beginning, said they were difficult or easy in the 
working, had taken little or much time, were 
trying to the arm, or convenient to the tool.” 

These examples, which are by no means 
isolated, surely show that in dealing with archi- 
tecture Thomas Hardy has a depth of under- 
standing, a knowledge of technique, and a charm 
of style which is unsurpassed. 

By becoming saturated with his work one can 
possibly get some understanding of the meaning 
of architecture. After all, Ruskin being an 
obvious snare, there is perhaps no particular 
reason for his use by those who are fond of 
quoting a supposed safe authority. 

London. 


L. P. 





R.1.B.A. Housing Memo. 


Sir,—Much interested by your “ Note” on 
p. 248 of last week’s issue, I turned eagerly 
to p. 267 hoping to find in the R.I.B.A. 
Memorandum a clear, constructive programme 
which would express the opinion of most 
practising architects, and so gratify your desire. 
But what is there in this very characteristic 
R.1. B.A. Memorandum to encourage the Govern- 
ment to take advantage of the offer of the 
Royal Institute to place the wide experience 
of its members at the disposal of H.M. Ministers ? 

The Royal Institute “are” of the opinion 
that “it is essential that architectural experi- 
ence and practice should be employed to the 
fullest extent”; ‘‘ and so say all of us.” 

The Memorandum points out (what it admits 
to be “generally recognised”) that the diffi- 
culties are threefold; and it “MAKE” obser- 
vations on these three matters: Money— 
Materials—Men (the three M’s). One looks in 
vain for anything new in the observations (the 
Royal Inst. “‘ make”), and one fails to find 
any suggestion with regard to: (a) Methods of 
Finance to meet the special conditions; (6) 
How to break the Rings dealing in building 
material; (c) The course to adopt in order to 
obtain better output. 

These are the things the Government wants 
to know, and upon which Ministers might 
reasonably expect the representative of 10,000 
members of the architectural profession to 
enlighten them. 

Like the difficulties of housing, the Memo. 
tells us that the activities of the building trade 
are threefold, and the provisions of dwellings 
appears to the Royal Institute to be the least 
of these. 

I am afraid a very large number of the 
10,000 practising architects really interested in 
housing will be disappointed by this effort of 
the R.I.B.A. Early in the “fifties” of last 
century the Council of the Institute issued an 
“* Appeal,” to-day it issues a ‘‘ Memorandum.” 
I wonder if it will ever act the part of a living 
member of a great community interested in 
real construction of ways and means as well as 
buildings ! 

Joun E. YERBURY. 





The National Housing Problem. 


Str,—At the present time we are again con- 
fronted with the comprehensive and difficult 
problem of housing a large number of working- 
class people in sufficient and sanitary housing 
accommodation to promote a good standard of 
health and decency. 
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Apart from the question of financial assistance 
requisite to cope with the demands imposed by 
high building costs, we should not lose sight of 
the importance of producing beautiful, as well 
as inexpensive dwellings, of which our island 
home, “ Britain Beautiful,” is so worthy. If 
a satisfactory scheme for financial assistance 
can be arrived at by the Government, we venture 
to suggest that a little attention be paid to 
evolving a means of producing beautiful build- 
ings at low cost. 

In and prior to 1914 a great deal of considera- 
tion was given to this matter by many influential 
men, including our present Premier, Mr. Ramsay 
MacDonald, who zealously contended for, and 
had at heart, the preservation of the beauty of 
our countryside, 

We hear suggested to-day, as a short cut to 
reducing building costs, the introduction of a 
patent system of concrete slabs. Admirable 
as this may be it is doubtful whether this system, 
if adopted on the ordinary common or garden 
“jerry-built housing scheme,” will conduce 
towards beautiful building, The inauguration 
of a comprehensive architectural competition, 
either by the Government, or by some other 
highly influential administrative body, would, 
we feel sure, do much toward solving present 
difficulties. 

Owing to the availability of certain materials 
in one district and their total or partial absence 
in another, the design submitted by the London 
suburban architect will not necessarily be of 
the same type as that designed by the provincial 
architect. It seems evident, therefore, that 
such a competition should embrace a large 
number of separate districts, and that one, two, 
or even three awards be made in respect of 
each district, at the discretion of the assessors. 
The winning designs should be those that con- 
form most rigidly with the rules and conditions 
upon which the competition is founded, and 
those which combine at low cost, a judicially 
arranged plan, pleasing and artistic elevation, 
and a healthy home in point of ventilation and 
sanitation; built, as far as possible, from the 
materials at the immediate disposal of the local 
builder. 

In the admirable organisation with the same 
aim as is now at issue, set up in 1914, but 
inadvertently indefinitely postponed owing to 
the outbreak of war, a number of landowners in 
each district agreed to build a certain number 
of houses from the winning designs for their 
local type. However, in these more advanced 
days of miraculous inventions, and in view of 
the comprehensive housing policy suggested 
by the new Government, is it not possible that, 
under the supervision of competent members 
of the profession, beautiful dwellings can be 
erected, under financial aid by the Government, 
to house the working classes under conditions 
that conduce to a higher standard of health, 
satisfaction, and decency ? 

In conclusion, it may be mentioned, as it 
has been many times before, that architectural 
amenity is the outcome of skill rather than of 
money, and that artistic dwellings can be erected 
under proper professional guidance, as well as 
can the “ugly and jerry-built types.” 

“ READER.” 

Trowbridge, Wilts. 


Other Letters. 


[Another letter is given on p. 315, and others 
are unavoidably held over.—Eb.] 
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Liverpool Hospital. 


The proposed new Hospital for Women in 
Liverpool will cost, it is estimated, £100,000. 
It will take the place of the existing hospital 
in Shaw-street and the Samaritan Hospital in 
Upper Parliament-street. A site has been 
secured at the corner of Falkner-street and 
Bedford-street, and the intention is to erect 
there a modern building with accommodation 
for about 120 beds, equipped on modern lines, 
and ranking in all respects as a gynecological 
institution with St. Mary’s Hospital at Man- 
chester. 


















A meetine of the Royal Institute of British 
held at Burlington House, 


Architects was 
W.1, on Monday last. 
Obituary. 
The Hon. Secretary (Mr. A. Keen) an- 


nounced the death of Mr. Marshall Robinson, 
elected Associate in 1893. It was decided that 
a message of sympathy and condolence be 


conveyed to his relatives. 


CHARING CROSS BRIDGE. 

Mr. Paut Warernouse, F.R.1.B.A., then 
read a paper, illustrated by lantern slides, 
on the proposed Charing Cross bridge. 

In the ceurse of his remarks he said 80 
long as the present Charing Cross Bridge 
existed the Charing Cross Bridge question 
would never die. it happened, by ap un- 
eapected turn of events, that the revival by 
tue promoter of we dt. Paul's bridge 
scueme, since the beginning of his prepara- 
tions, gave very special pout to their con- 
siderauon of uw project which had in every 
kind of way a prior claim to attention and 
to pubic interest. 

‘he building of that bridge was possibly 
pardovable; for its retention there was no 
excuse, nor was there any parallel calamity 
in the river's history save one: the lament- 
able loss of old London Bridge. Speaking 
personally, he might say that there was only 
one bribe that would induce him to acquiesce 
in the continuance of Charing Cross Bridge. 
If by some wizardry they could give him back 
the pre-fire London Bridge with the houses 
on it, he would at that price reconcile him- 
self to the prolonged existence of the unholy 
thing. Common sense would reply to this 
observation that he did not know the elemen- 
tary facts of the practical problem at issue, 
and that one who could talk of the demolition 
of the ancient London Bridge as a calamity 
ignored the fact that the loss of the old 
bridge brought about the abolition of a most 
inconvenient obstruction to river traffic, the 
weir with which the construction of the 
bridge was incorporated. He had no wish to 
pursue this point, and as they could not have 
old London Bridge back he would not ery for 
the moon. 

But, let it be said, it was not merely fools 
who had suggested that the water traffic 
problem would be partly improved—not hin- 
dered—by the re-establishment of a weir, or 
rather a modern barrage, at some chosen 
point below bridges. 

From the general consideration of traffic 
probleme, traffic being what it wae to-day, he 
maintained that no useful public purpose was 
served by giving either the Continental 
visitor or the magnates of Surrey s means of 
central access which was denied to West 
Countrymen or Scots. Moreover, ignorance 
as to the value and centrality of Surrey land 
in the heart of London was rampant. One 
weuld think that the establishment of the 
L.C.C. palace on the Surrey shore would by 
now have had its effect on that ignorance. 
But no. Not yet. The effect, however, would 
come, and would come rapidly. Slowly but 
surely even those who officially placed Sir 
Reginald Blomfield'’s eagle, with its beak 
facing symbolically south, would learn that it 
was facing east, and would become convinced 
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that Westminster Bridge was heading, not for 
the south coast, but for the City shores of the 

Thames. Bit by bit they would learn that a 
new and almost direct road of supreme im- 
portance in value would find its way along 
the line which was the bowstring of the 
Thames's bow from the Houses of Parliament 
to London Bridge. With that would come: 

(1) tue acknowiedgemeat of the value ol 
burrey land, which, oue would suppose, even 
its owners, including the Duke ot Cornwall, 
wouid like to encourage; (2) the sense of its 
available quality for ursi-ciass buldings ol 
all kinds; (3) tue desirability of planting the 
new Charing Cross station in a district which 
woud give the station itself a chance of neces- 
sary expansion, coupled with extremely easy 
access W all paris ol London—east, west, and 
central. they need not reatise these facts if 
they preferred muddle to method, and if they 
persisted in their present poicy of letting 
things happen without foreseeing them. He 
had always said that expense was no argu- 
ment whatever against the discussion of these 
south-side, or rather Surrey-side, probiems. 
Surrey was going to be deveioped as a part of 
Loudon. Vast sums were going to be spent 
upon that development, and every penny of 
tuat expenditure was going to be interest-bear- 
ing. All that was needed—and this was a 
statement so elementary as scarcely to need 
utterance—was that some kind of otncial fore- 
thought should be given to the problem. 
Those who breathed of forethought were, it 
seemed, called dreamers, und were accused ol 
ignoring the value of money. 

it was merely because architecture, whether 
in house planning or w town planning, 
meant thinking before spending, tuat those 
who were interested in architecture insisted 
that in this matter of the Surrey future 
thought should precede expenditure. 

This paper was not—it was true—on the 
subject of the Surrey side, but the Surrey 
side question must be brought imto it, be- 
cuuse there wag no aspect of the bridge prob- 
lem which was not either connected there- 
with, or likely to be precipitated, by those 
elements on the further shore which would 
act spontaneously and ungoverned if their 
outbreak was not controlled by forethought 
from the first. 

Now what were the elements of the bridge 
problem? He thought they were five im 
uuimber :— 

1. The bridge must go because it was an 
ubomination of ugliness standing command- 
ingly in the spot which was London's great 
opportunity for beauty on a grand scale. 
When he used the werd beauty he meant 
nothing more fantastic than the ordered 
arrangement of the useful according to tradi- 
tional and recognised art. 

2. A new bridge must take its place because 
one wae needed at that point, not only for 
the foot traffic already existing, but also for 
the wheeled traffic which was ready to make 
immediate use of any new bridge at, or near 
that point, which would accommodate it. 

3. The abolition of railway traffic across 
the river at that quarter would not only sim- 
plify the problem of — the new bridge 
a thing of beauty, but would release a large 
amount of Middlesex land which could be 
profitably and beautifully used for new streets 
and new buildings. 

4. Incidentally, thie would have a double 
effect in the relief of wheeled traffic, for the 
new roadway would be a remedy for a con- 
gestion of which the presence of a railway 
station was in itself a part cause. 

5. The new bridge, besides being a com- 
pensation to the railway companies for the 
loss of their own powers of crossing the river, 
would be the means of providing for wheeled 
traffic a means of crossing from side to side, 
the present necessity for which was a6 no- 
thing to that which the future—the compara- 
tively early future—would demand. 

Next came the questions: Where should 
that bridge start and where should it arrive? 

They knew there were two schools 
of thought in this matter. There were 
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advocates of the high level scheme— who 
might be described as those who proposed to 
utilise the fall of the ground towards the 
river on the Middlesex side so as, sturiing 
from some point twenty feet or more above 
the present embankment level, to allow the 
present Middiesex embankment road to pass 
beneath the new approach road. Some pro- 
posed that the Surrey embankment, if and 
when formed, should be similarly crossed by 
the Surrey approach road. , 

Lhe low leveliers were those who Claimed 
that both embankments would be best served 
by having direct access to the new bridge 

In fact, the low-levellers’ bridge would fol- 
low the example of Westminster Bridge, while 
the high levellers were on the Waterloo 
Bridge principle. 

There were disadvantages, or rather difji- 
culties, besetting each of these schemes as 
well as their great and obvious advantages 

The high-leveiler must be very careiul we 
to where he started his new road. Some said 
relieve the Strand by starting straight from 
the site of Charing Cross Station. But the 
Strand was rather fully burdened with its 
Own troubles, and they had to make quite 
sure that the new road, while releving with 
one hand, so to speak, did not, with the other 
pour into the Strand at its worst point a bur. 
den of fresh influx too heavy to be borne, 
On this ground there was something to be 
said for starting higher up—at the ievel of 
St. Martin's Church and spanning both the 
Strand and the Kmbankment. 

Again, the arrival on the Surrey shore 
needed thought. Unless it be decided to 
honour the new Charing Cross Station by 
making it the object at which the new bridge 
aimed, there was no great reason for insisting 
on a high level arrival on the Surrey 
snore, 

Kirst among the schemes in a place of 
honour he would put that of Sir Aston Webb 
and Str Reginald Blomfield. It was a 
notable high-level scheme, and bore the im- 
primatur of Mr. John Burns. For magnifi- 
cence the scheme of the late Mr. Adrian 
Berrington (illustrated in The Builder) took 
a high place. Mr. Carée, a low-leveiler, put 
a semi-circular “‘ place’’ between the two 
stations, Waterloo and New Charing Cross. 
Professor Adshead, a high-leveller, had a 
scheme full of dignity. Mr. Barrett, again a 
high-level man, broke new ground by making 
Coventry-street his point-de-départ. Mr. 
Lucas’s two schemes were on high-level lines. 

Mr. Barclay Niven put, he knew, a great 
deal of thought into his low-level project. He 
was very conscientiously in favour of the 
embankment to embankment journey, and the 
lecturer was satisfied he gave to the question 
of levels and gradients a very careful study. 

Others were the schemes of Sir Hamo 
Thornicroft, the sculptor (a project to which 
their friend, Mr. E. T. Hall, devoted deep 
interest), and some plans prepared by Mr. 
Nesbitt Kemp. He had also received, through 
the kindness of Mr. John Murray, slides re- 
lating to his own scheme. 

In thinking out some questions connected 
with the development of the Surrey side, he 
adopted Mr. Niven’s bridge as an assumed 
low-level scheme, and he exhibited his plan 
in relation to possible Surrey roads. Inci- 
dentally he showed a suggested position for 
the new Charing Cross, which he adopted be- 
cause, though placed on the South-Eastern 
and Chatham system, it fell in with his view 
as to the general arrangement of terminal 
stations, which was that they should not 
only all be at a respectful distance from the 
centre of London but reasonably distant from 
one another—thus avoiding the congestion of 
road traffic which would result from allow- 
ing the streams leading to one station to 
unite with, or conflict with, those leading to 
and from another. This, by the way, was '!5 
great objection to putting Waterloo and the 
new Charing Cross cheek-by-jowl. ; 

It would be noticed that on two of hie own 
plans he had indicated St. Paul's Brid e. 
Heaven forbid that he should thus be #% 
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pected of encouraging ite birth! The fact was 
that at the time when he made these plans 
the little stramger seemed likely to arrive, and 
be was determined to see whether, if the 
event did take place, some arrangement could 
pot be made whereby ite very doubtful utility 
in Middlesex could not be compensated for 
by « life of comparative usefulness on the 
Surrey shore. He had hoped to speak of it as 
an hypothesis only, but recent tidings made 
them fear that the advocates and paymasters 
of the St. Paul's Bridge project were in full 
cry. lt would be a calamity were money to 
be poured out om an unwanted enterprise 
when the needs they were now pressing so 
urgently needed satisfaction. 

The difficulties of the low-level school were 
also difficulties of level. Assuming, not an 
wholly necessary assumption, that the gra- 
dients of the new bridge must not be steeper 
than those of Westminster Bridge, and as- 
suming also, as he believed they must, that 
the clear-way of the central arches must be 
as high above high-water level as the central 
arches of the latter bridge, they were faced 
with the necessity—if an easy gradient was 
essential—of quitting the embankment on the 
Middlesex shore at the level 25 or higher. 
This meant that if the end of Northumberland- 
avenue were adopted as the springing-off point 
they had to raise the embankment road by 
from 7 to 10 ft. This, he believed, could be 
done. 

For various reasons he hesitated to come 
forward with a definite proposal, but he con- 
fessed that it had lately occurred to him that 
the high-versus-low-level controversy might 
conceivably be solved by a combination of 
the two, such as would be produced by a 
central bridge way at the level of, say, 
0.D. 44, with a roadway on each eide of it 
running from embankment to embankment, 
and only touching the 44 level at a point 
over the central arch. 

There were many objections which could be 
immediately levelled against such a notion. 
The first was that whatever level was adopted 
as the revised embankment level there would 
necessarily be a fairly stiff gradient up and 
down from embankment to embankment. To 
this he replied that the bridge, having op- 
tional routes, no vehicle was compelled to 
cross at a gradient which its horse or its gear- 
box found inconveniently exhausting. 

But give a motorist on the Middlesex em- 
bankment the option of attempting a gradient 
of 1 in 15 or going round by Westminster or 
Blackfriars, and he felt sure that he would 
dash up the slope of the new bridge. 
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_As to width, 100 ft. had been by most de- 

signers assumed as the proper dimensions for 
the new over-river roadway, on the ground 
(a) that width added to dignity, (bo) that it 
eased traffic. He wondered if either of these 
assumptions were reasonable. Personally, he 
believed that the narrower a bridge was, in 
reason, the finer it was in effect, and as to 
the second argument he believed experience 
Was against its universal application. 

What stopped most traffic was a right-handed 
crossing with a policeman; second to this 
came road repair. What wae the road in 
London that conveyed the least obstructed, or 
swiftest traffic? ‘The highway from Charing 
Cross to Victoria, otherwise the Mall. How 
wide was the Mall? Sixty-six feet. But that 
was not the whole story. Sir Aston Webb, in 
token of the gratitude of Englishmen to a 
late monarch, placed an admiral’s palace at 
the eastern end, which, for all its beauty and 
dignity, was none the Iess a_ perforated 
obstacle. 

Did it hinder traffic? Not a bit. It would 
scarcely be believed that the fair way avail- 
able for approach to the 66-ft. roadway had 
a bare aggregate of 30 ft. There were, of 
course, three archways, all three standing 
open. The middle one was 21 ft. wide, the 
two side ones 18 ft. each. Few, if any, 
vehicles made use of the centre arch. It 
existed, as the child said, ‘“‘ in case of the 
King.’’ So it happened that all day long 
motors were buzzing contentedly through 
openings no bigger than the short side of a 
billiard room. 

What was more, he took the trouble to 
track the traffic a few weeks ago, when there 
was a white frost, and found that as far as 
the vehicles were concerned the road would 
have satisfied them if it had been one long 
billiard room all the way from King 
George V to King Charles I. 

Thus, far from suggesting a bridge 300 ft. 
in width for the triple road, he would ven- 
ture on 50 ft. for the high level causeway and 
50 or even 40 for each side (low level) road, 
making it understood that on the Westminster 
side all traffic should proceed only from 
Surrey to Middlesex; Middlesex to Surrey 
vehicles being confined to the Blackfriars 
flank of the bridge. 

In conclusion, he would summarise his re- 
marks by reiterating :— 

(1) That C.C.B.M.G. (Charing Cross Bridge 
must go). 

(2) That the position of Charing Cross 
Station was neither logically nor rationally 
fixed where it was. 
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(3) That traffic needs demanded even now 
a roadway at this point or near it. 

(4) That they would demand it infinitely 
more as the near future approached. 

(5) That the dispute between high-levellers 
and low-levellers was or might be capable of 
solution by combination; and 

(6) Finally, that money spent upon this 
bridge would be no bombastic expenditure on 
luxury but a stately measure of economy, 
part, in fact, of that considered development 
of the Surrey-side to which there was no 
alternative but the desperate and terribly 
probable course of leaving the Surrey side 
problem to chance and (coupled with this 
laissez-aller) some lavish expenditure on an at 
present unwanted bridge at £t. Paul's. 


Discussion. 


Sir Henry Kiser, Bart., in moving a vote 
of thanks to the lecturer, said the paper was 
of intense interest, and showed there was a 
possibility of doing good to the community on 
both sides of the river worthy of the consider- 
ation of the best brains of the country. The 
question of a bridge across the Thames was 
fraught with great difficulties, especially on 
the Middlesex side. There did not seem, in 
his opinion, to be any settled conviction on 
the part of those who favoured a bridge in the 
vicinity of Charing Cross as to the nature of 
the bridge or where it had to go. 

Sik Bannister Fiercuer, said he was an 
enthusiastic supporter of a bridge at Charing 
Cross—whether a one, two, or three-decker. 
He hoped the L.C.C. would reinstate the 
possibility of a Charing Cross scheme. He was 
much opposed to St. Paul's Bridge. 

Mr. Maurice Huuserr said the removal of 
the present railway bridge at Charing Cross was 
not within the sphere of praciical politics. The 
idea must be dismissed for a number of years. 
Because it was ugly it was not practical poli- 
tics to say take it away. Architects were 
living up to their reputation of being not prac- 
tical men but dreamers. 

Captain G. 8. C. Swinton said in regard to 
the question of the L.C.C. being pledged to 
spend money on the proposed St. Paul's 
Bridge, no such pledge had been given. The 
Council’s purse had got a bottom to it, and 
they were already committed to re-building 
Lambeth Bridge at a cost of £100,000. 


Mr. Jonn Morray, F.R.I.B.A., said he 
considered the question was threefold—traffic, 
financial and esthetic. The two chief, per- 
haps, traffic and wsthetic, were dependent on 
the financial capital required. 










































































Suggested Combined High and Low Level Bridge at Charing Cross. By Mr. Paut WarteRsovuss. 
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WEYBRIDGE COTTAGE HOSPITAL 
COMPETILION. 


Tue designs recently submitted in this com- 
petition are now on view at Vigo House, 
VUhurch-street, Weybridge, and Mr. William 
A. Pite, F.1t.1.B.A., the assessor, has made 
his award as follows:—First premium, 
Messrs. Kenyon & Livock; second premium, 
Mr. Percy J. Westwood; third premium, 
Messrs, Lanchester, Lucas & Lodge. 

We are able to illustrate this week the win- 
ning scheme, which we understand has been 
adopted by the Committee. From an exami- 
nation of the seven designs submitted we 
consider the selection a very happy one. 

The conditions required that a hospital of 
36 beds should be provided, preferably in & 
single etory building, on a site which appears 
to have presented many difficulties to the 
majority of the competitors, but which in the 
direct plan of Messrs. Kenyon & Livock 
seem to have vanished. The site is certainly 
a peculiar one both from its shape, aspect and 
the limited access obtainable only from the 
southern end in Church-street. It is sur- 
rounded by a high brick wall which, in our 
judgment, should be lowered on the southern 
and western sides. The accommodation re- 
quired comprises wards for men and women, 
each containing 12 beds, a children’s ward of 
6 cots, and 6 private wards ; further, the con- 
ditions stipulated that consideration should 
be given to the possibility of extension in the 
near future. 

An unusual but interesting feature of the 
scheme is the electrical and radio-therapeutical 
department, whicli is at present carried on in 
Vigo House now occupying the front portion 
of the site. Much excellent work has been 
done here, and an extensive connection has 
been formed, especially among private paying 
patients of the district. This section, to be 
incorporated in the hospital, will form a very 
important branch, and its inclusion has to a 
considerable extent governed the planning and 
general lay-out of the proposals. 

One of the most difficult of the many prob- 
lems connected with the hospital design is 
the skilful preservation of a true architectural 
composition not interfered with by the vari d 
technical requirements, which are of greater 
necessity in this than most other kinds of 
building. 

The authors of the winning design are to 
be congratulated upon the production of a 
very charming little proposal, which should 
result in the acquisition of a small but very 
complete hospital and a model of its kind. 
The plan is skilfully arranged with wards 
slightly radiating towards the south, having 
correct orientation, a measure which is funda- 
mental and essential in securing the full 
benefits of sunshine for the patients. The 
plan is a simple and economical one, com- 
pact and with the services well arranged for 
ready and convenient access. The elevation 
and general treatment of the buildings are of 
an unusually high standard, well suited to 
this type of building. The plans show the 
general proposals. The electro-therapeutic de- 
partment is placed in the centre on the north 
side of the corridor, and is planned as a com- 
plete self-contained unit which can, if re 
quired, be closed at night without in any way 
interfering with the Hospital. The wards are 
well planned, but we do not care for these 
being merged into the building in such a way 
as to preclude complete cross-ventilation to 
some of the beds. The clerestory windows 
shown at the north end of the wards would 
no doubt be blocked by further extensions 
over, and at no time would prove entirely 
efficient. The duty rooms ae too small, and 
in other parts of the plan we notice apart- 
ments of miniature dimensions. The walls 
are generally drawn about half the thickness 
required, but we observe this is corrected in 
the report. We can safely assume that such 
defects as mentioned will disappear in the 
study and development of working plans. 


future extension to the hospital is pro- 
vided for at the first floor level, and this will 
involve the nurses’ home becoming sand- 
wiched between the two upper ward units. 
it is not clear how additional accommodation 
for the nurses and maids can be secured as 
will be found necessary to meet demands of 
the future bed extensions. The kitchen de- 
partment is well arranged, perhaps a little 
small in some respects. The nurses’ sitting- 
room is not quite well placed for outlook or 
aspect. The operation theatre unit is shown 
disconnected as it should be, and appears to be 
thoroughly well considered and worked out in 
detail. 

The scheme No. 4, placed second, is that 
submitted by Mr. Percy J. Westwood, and 
indicates a simple hospital plan with excellent 
ward units without some of the defects of 
the winning scheme. The electro-therapeutic 
department is planned as a distinct unit away 
from the hospital, but connected by a covered 
way. On the site of the present Vigo House 
1s placed the nurses’ home, having a small 
casualty section beneath on the ground floor, 
with an out-patients’ department and matron's 
office. The latter seems to be somewhat out 
of touch with the hospital in such a posi- 
tion. We consider it a mistake to allow the 
corridor which passes through the electrical 
department to become a traffic way. The 
operation theatre plan is inadequate, also the 
kitchen and stores are very limited. The pay 
wards with northern aspect would have to be 
reconsidered, and as in the other plans no 
special sanitary provision sccms to be made 
for these rooms. The author of this design 
is certainly to be commended in having main- 
tained adequate air space arcuud the wards 
in striking contrast to many of the crowded 
designs submitted. 

The design (No. 2), submitted by Messrs. 
Lanchester, Lucas & Lodge, is illustrated by 
a very complete set of drawings, and shows 
the main portion of the site to be well covered 
by an extensive group of buildings, apparently 
& more expensive scheme than the other pre- 
miated sets. The authors have in this in- 
stance assumed that a back access road can 
be obtained which, if unattainable, means 
that all stores would have to perambulate the 
site. The details of the planning are good, 
the wards being correctly orientated, but in 
the case of the male ward the sanitary an- 
nexes are placed at the southern end, so ob- 
structing valuable sunshine and air from the 
beds. This arrangement also prevente a 
proper and direct connection between the 
private wards and the sink room, etc. The 
theatre is well planned, also the kitchen and 
dining-rooms, and the electrical department 
provided with its own special entrance. A 
well-arranged nurses’ home is placed on the 
first floor over the principal entrance, this 
being the only instance where we noticed that 
adequate provision had been made for pos- 
sible extension of the Home. 

The interpretation of the problem set forth 
by the remaining four competitors indicates 
the usual diversity of views as to the detailed 
requirements of modern hospital planning. 
From a general survey of these we get the 
impression that the authors have failed to 
grasp the salient points of the problem. Hos- 
pital planning seems 60 easily to become a 
complex thing, and in striking contrast with 
such the winning design illustrates excel- 
lently the required simplicity and directness of 
plan which are essential to the correct solution 
of the problem. 

Design No. 5 shows a small administrative 
unit placed on the site of Vigo House, con- 
taining the matron’s office and sitting-room, 
committee room, etc., with the nurses’ home 
over and the maids’ bedroom on the second 
floor. The main hospital building is placed 
on the open portion of the site. with wards 
thrown ont on the northern side with the 
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copsequent lack of winter sunshine w ich 
would be intercepted by the connecting | ock 
containing the pay wards, ete. Intervexing 
between the main building and the adminis. 
tration block are the electro-therapeutic and 
X-ray departments, through the centre of 
which passes the main connecting corridor, 
In order that women and children may reach 
the electrical department it would be 1 e8- 
sary for them to pass through what is vir. 
tually a portion of the men’s ward. 

No. 7.—The best part of the site in this 
scheme is occupied by the administration sec. 
tion and the electro-therapeutic departinent 
the wards being relegated to a position next 
the boundary on the north-east side; the iso. 
lated children’s wards are no better treated by 
being given a site on the north side with the 
high boundary wall on one side and the opera- 
tion theatre on the other. 

No. 6 possesses a most attractive elevation 
but with many defects in plan. The whole of 
the main buildings are placed on the open 
portion of the site with the main entrance 
gates well arranged in the centre of a sym- 
metrical grouping formed by the porter’s lodge 
and the mortuary block. The principal hos- 
pital entrance is placed in the centre of a 
long building (200 ft.), which practically occu- 
pies the full length of the site on the west 
side, and parallel with the ward units. This 
entrance appears to be a common one for all 
departments, with the exception of the 
casualty, but with an unfortunate arrange- 
ment of kitchen service immediately off a 
bay of the entrance hall. Four of the pay 
wards are placed off the main corridor leading 
from the entrance to the main ward unit with 
northern aspect, and on the opposite side is 
situated the children’s ward; the entire ser- 
vice to these can only be through the princi- 
pal corridor, which we consider to be a most 
unsatisfactory plan to adopt. 

No. 3 is planned to occupy the greater por 
tion of the site at the rear, and consists of a 
symmetrical grouping of buildings, the axis 
of the wards running north-east to south- 
west, with the administration block with 
kitchen service and dining-rooms in the 
centre. The children’s ward is grourcd with 
the women’s as suggested by the conditions. 
but the sanitary annexe serving both these 
units can only be reached bv the main cor- 
ridor, giving access to the operation theatre. 
Timber roofs are shown over the wards, these 
would have to be removed to enable exten- 
sions to be carried out, and so expose the 
wards beneath to damage by weather. 


MFETINGS. 


Frimay, February 22. 
Glasgow Architectural Craftsmen’s Sociely.— 
Mr. W. J. Smith on “ Ancient Egyptian Architec- 


ture Details.” At Royal Technical College. 
7.45 p.m. 

Junior Institution of Engineers.—Mr. J. 
Marshall on “‘ Ciment Fondu.”’ At 39, Victoria- 


street, S.W.1. 7.30 p.m. 
Saturpay, February 23. 

Royal Institute of British Architects.—Visit to 
Derby House. 

Turspay, February 26. 

Builders’ Clerks’ Benevolent Institution.— 
Annual General Meeting. At 48, Bedford- 
square, W.C.1. 

WepneEspDAY, February 27. 

L.C.C. Central School of Arts and Craf' 
Sir Banister Fletcher on ‘‘ Roman Architectu 
At Southampton-row, W.C.1. 6 p.m. 

Leeds and West Yorkshire Architectural So: 
—Lecture by Mr. H. T. Buckland. At Iv 
Philosophical Hall, Park-row. 7.30 p.m. 

Institute of Builders.—Dinner. At } 
Victoria, Charing Cross. 7 p.m. 

Tuurspay, February 28. 

Incorporated Institute of British Decorators — 
Mr. A, Orr on “ A Tour in Spain.” At Paint:rs 
Hall, E.C. 7.30 p.m. 
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A PROPOSAL TO 
STIMULATE DESIGN. 
By J. HEMBROW. 

Tuere is little which flourishes in this 
world and improves faster than the slow pace 
which evolution provides, unless it is en- 
couraged and fostered. At present there is 
only the highest award for the idealist in 


design; I mean the consciousness of work 
well done, and in our world—the world of 
architecture—it is not enough; it is leaving 
too much to nature—particularly to good 
nature. . 

Although some of us have criticised the 


R.1.B.A. harshly for its lethargy I certainly 
think that the Roval Institute of British 
Architects has given a great fillip to design 
in London by their medal for the best build- 
ing design in the year from an architectural 
point of view. Furthermore, I think this idea 
should be extended; and that its extension 
would result in very great benefit. Design in 
London needs stimulus, but it is also vital 
elsewhere in our land, and I venture the 
following suggestion for the encouragement 
of design in the little group of not unim- 
portant islands in which we live and labour. 
Could not each of the allied societies be 
responsible for making a yearl¥ selection of 
the most beautiful building in its area? A 
jury of suitable judges could be formed, and 
each year members of the profession, and 
others, if desired, could be invited to send 
photographs of a building, either their own 
or someone else's, in their district (whether 
the architect of a selected building is a 
qualified man or not should not disqualify 
his work). The building having been se- 
lected, a bronze medal could be given — 
these medals being struck from a design pre- 
pared and authorised by the Royal Institute. 
London being the capital and much larger. 
might follow the same proceeding, but should 
carry a silver medal, the honour being 
greater. The photographs of the buildings 


chosen by the allied societies and London 
should then be forwarded to the Institute. 
and a 


committee formed of two architects, 






Weybridge 


Hospital Competition. 
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one a town-planner, an artist, a sculptor, 
and a distinguished dilettante, could select 
one from them and, after a visit, if required, 
the author of the most beautiful building 
erected in the British Isles in the year should 


receive a gold medal. This scheme would not 
entail any prohibitive expense. I am sure 
it would stimulate design in the profession, 
and further, would attract public interest. 
This latter would be, perhaps, added to if 
the ‘* medal ’’ building or buildings were ex- 
hibited at the Royal Academy each year. . 

Such a brief outline as this cannot, of 
course, cover all the details. I foresee cer- 
tain difficulties in the composition of the 
committee in districts where the men most 
competent to adjudicate are also most likely 
to deserve the award; but I think by an ex- 
change of nominees between neighbouring 
societies such troubles could be dealt with. 
Any town, I am sure, would be proud of 
having one of its buildings dubbed the most 
heautiful of the year, and I cannot see but 
that it would greatly stimulate public inter- 
est in architecture; nor can T see any element 
of the undesirable in the publicity it would 
invite, 


[*,.* We think the suggestion is an excellent 
one, which we hope will be sympathetically 
considered by all concerned.—Eb. | 


—_——o— oe —_— 
R.I.B,A. MINUTES. 


We take the following notes from the Minutes 
of the Council meeting held on February 4 :— 

Royat Gop MEDAL, 1924.—By a unanimous 
vote it was decided to nominate Mr. W. R. 
Lethaby as a suitable recipient of the Royal 
Gold Medal] for the year 1924. 

NationaL Hovstine Poricy.—On the recom- 
mendation of the Housing Committee a memo- 
randum on the subject of National Housing 
Policy was approved and ordered to be sent to 
the Minister of Health and communicated to the 
Press. 

ArTEeRIAL Roaps.—On the recommendation 
of the Town Planning Committee a memorandum 


Design placed first : 





By Messrs. Kenyon anv Livock. 
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was approved for submission to the Minister of 
Transport. 

St. Paut’s Bripcgk anp CHartna Cross 
Briper.—It was decided to invite the Royal 
Academy, the London Society, the Architecture 
Club and the Town Planning Institute to 
appoint representatives to attend a Conference 
to discuss the present position and to take any 
public action that might seem desirable. 

INTERNATIONAL CEMENT ConGRess.—Mr. H. 
D. Searles-Wood and Mr. C. Stanley Peach were 
appointed to represent the R.I.B.A. at the 
meetings of the International Cement Congress 
in April. 

TRIBUNAL OF APPEAL (LONDON BvILDING 
Acts).—Mr. John Slater was re-appointed to 
represent the R.I.B.A. on the Tribunal of 
Appeal. 

RETIRED FELLOwsuHir.—Mr. F. O. Lechmere- 
Oertel and Mr. Arthur Edmund Street were 
transferred to the Class of Retired Fellows. 


a 


Eighteenth-Century Architecture. 


Mr. J. A. Gotch, President of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects, recently lectured 
on this subject at a meeting of the Glasgow 
Institute of Architects. In the course of his 
remarks he said the eighteenth century saw the 
development of the great movement in art 
which began in the early years of the sixteenth. 
When man had once made up his mind that 
the masterpieces of Italy were the only examples 
to be followed nothing but time and determina- 
tion alone were wanted to produce in all the 
lands of Europe a general sameness of appear- 
ance and treatment. If they were to seek 
inspiration from the work of the eighteenth 
century they would find it in two directions— 
first, in the grand schemes of house and garden 
combined, and in the general grandeur of treat- 
ment bestowed upon the great houses of the 
time; second, in the sober and simple houses 
where the plainness of the general appearance 
was sometimes unexpectedly broken by the 
curious treatment of a door or chimney and 
where the joiner’s work was full of homely 
lessons. 


p, ew Pe De 


(See p. 296.) 
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ILLUSTRATIONS. 


Royal Masonic Institution Junior Boys’ 
School at Bushey. 

The accepted design in this limited competition 
is by Messrs. Davis & Emanuel and Henry C. 
Smart. The buildings have been planned on the 
high ground, the axis of the plan taking a north- 
westerly direction from the highest portion of 
ground at the junction of London-road and 
Falconer-road. 

The central feature of the scheme is a large 
quadrangle with cloisters around it, having 
the big school and entrance on the south, the 
the dining room block 
and the boys’ houses on the north 


THE BUILDING TRADE: 





class rooms on the west, 
on the east, 


side spreading cast and west on a curved front, 
following to 


some extent the contours of the 


Cie pi ~p 
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ground, the head master’s house being placed on 
the axis. The whole of the boys’ houses and 
head master’s residence overlook the playing 
fields. The entrance is from London-road 
opposite Merry Hill-road. 

The whole of the foregoing buildings are con- 
nected by covered ways or cloisters. beneath 
which is placed the main subway for pipes, &c., 
thus giving a Cirect run from the power house for 
heating, hot water and electric mains, &c., with 
branch subways north and south to feed the 
several buildings. The infirmary and sana- 
torium are placed well away from the houses and 
schools, but sufficiently near the kitchen depart- 
ment to be served by it. 

The materials proposed are Luton facing 
bricks with red brick dressings and quoins and 
red tile rustications. The small’ quantity of 
stone used would be Portland. The roofs would 
be covered with sand-faced Broseley tiles. 

A review of the designs submitted appears 
on p. 291. 


Weybridge Hospital Competition. 

The design of Messrs. Kenyon and Livock was 
placed first in the recent competition for a 
hospital at Weybridge. A review of the designs 
submitted is given on p. 296. 


ee 
PROPOSED ST. PAUL’S 
BRIDGE. 


In a letter to The Times on February 15, Mr. 
Mervyn Macartney, Surveyor to St. Paul's 
Cathedral, states : 

* As the architectural adviser of the Dean and 
Chapter of St. Paul’s Cathedral, I feel bound to 
protest against the carrving out of the St. Paul’s 
Bridge scheme, which will shortly come before 
the Court of Common Council, even more 
forcibly now than I did 13 years ago. 

‘In the intervening years I have learnt more 
of the construction of the Cathedral with the 
result that | am more alarmed at its state than 
I was in 1910. There is visible evidence of 
recent movement in the two nave piers. There 
was an inquiry held about 1910 into vibration, 
but neither the consulting engineer at the time 
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nor I was satisfied with the result of that 
inquiry, and since then the speed, weight, i 
amount of vehicular traffic has increased e: 
mously. The vibration of the chain supporting 
the chandelier in the Chapel of St. Michael and 
St. George is quite perceptible. The introd 
tion of the six-wheeled omnibus will certain|y 
add to the seriousness of the menace. But the 
chief danger lies in the weakness of construction 
of the buiiding. The foundations are but 5 ft. 
below the crypt floor level, and lie on a stratum 
of pot earth, also about 5 ft. thick, under which 
there is sand and gravel for 18 ft. 6 in. till the 
London clay is reached, the last six to eight feet 
being saturated with water. The level of this 
water is 26 ft. above datum at the G.P.O. ‘The 
level of Queen Victoria-street, where it will pass 
under the new bridge, is 28 ft. above datum. | 
confess that I view the sinking of abutments for 
arches into this water-bearing strata with the 
greatest apprehension. 

““The Chapter have an agreement mace in 
1911 with the Corporation which gives them 
some control over the construction of the 
northern approaches, but I doubt if, in view of 
present knowledge, this protection is adequate. 

“Tf Mr. Basil Mott, the engineer of this 
scheme, will assure the Dean and Chapter that 
there will be no risk whatever, his opinion will, 
of course, be received with respect, but it must 
be remembered that Mr. Mott designed the 
bridge before he had the opportunity of exam- 
ining the Cathedral, and also that as a member 
of the Commission on the fabric he signed 
the Interim Report of June, 1922, from which 
the following extract is taken : 

* It would be an exceedingly formidable task 
to attempt to strengthen the foundations and, in 
our opinion, it is not necessary, provided always 
that no building or other operations are carried 
out below the level of these foundations in the 
neighbourhood of the Cathedral. 

This report is signed by two other eminent 
engineers, Mr. G. W. Humphreys, Chief Engi- 
neer,, London County Council, and Mr. E. C. 
Trench, Chief Engineer of the London Midland 
and Scottish Railway. 

‘The whole position is one to cause anxiety, 
and the ¢ ‘hapter . while not desirous of offering 
factious opposition, naturs ally feel thai no risk 
ein be taken.” 
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Weybridge Hospital Competition. 


Design Placed First: By Messrs. Kenyon & Livock. 
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Weybridge Hospital Competition. 


Design Placed First: By Messrs. Kenyon & Livock, 
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Royal Masonic Institution School for Boys, Bushey, Competition. 


Design Placed First: By Messrs. Davis & Emanvuet and Henry ©. Smart. 
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OF NEW HOUSES 


FROM RATING. 


By MAJOR HARRY BARNES. 


Tue nature of this proposal can only ve 
understood by a consideration of the pur- 
pose of rating. The purpose is to deter- 
mine the amount which certain individuals 
in a definite area are to contribute in order 
to make up @ total sum which is required 
to cover the cost of Local Administration 
within that area. 

The first effect of all exemptions from 
rating is to relieve a number of individuals 
from the whole or part of the amount they 
would otherwise contribute towards the 
total sum required. The next effect is to 
increase the amount which the remaining 
individuals must contribute in order to 
make up the total sum required. 

It has been decided that the individuals 
within the area who are to make the con- 
tributions are the individuals who exclu- 
sively and beneficially occupy land and 
buildings. Where the buildings contain 
machinery it has been decided that the 
benefit they derive is to take into account 
any enhancement of the value of the pre- 
mises by reason of the presence of 
the machinery. 

There are at the present time a certain 
number of exemptions and relief granted 
to certain individuals occupying certain 
specified classes of land and buildings—for 
instance, the occupier of agricultural land 
receives a relief of 75 per cent. from what 
he would otherwise pay; and railway com- 
panies and others pay only one-quarter cf 
the general district rate on certain portions 
of their premises. It is also being urged 
that occupiers of premises containing 
machinery should be relieved of the en- 
hancement in value at present contributed 
by the presence of the machinery. 

All the reliefs and exemptions granted to 
these individuals, of course, increase the 
contribution which the remaining in- 
dividuals must take, and that fact is, in the 
main, the reason for opposition to the relief 
granted under the Agricultural Rates Act 


























and also to the opposition to the exemption 
of machinery from rating. It is now sug- 
gested that the individuals who occupy 
new houses of a certain class should be 
exempted for a period of twenty years or 
more from making any contribution to the 
costs of Local Administration or are only 
to be required to make a diminished con- 
tribution. This, of course, would again in- 
crease the contribution to be made by the 
remaining ratepayers. No estimate ap- 
pears to have been made as to the increased 
burden which would fall upon the rate- 
payers who do not secure this exemption. 

While some people advocate the entire 
exemption of contribution of this class of 
person, others would limit the exemption 
and would determine the contribution they 
should make by ascertaining the increased 
cost of administration due to the erection 
of these new houses and apportioning it 
between the individuals occupying them. 
It is hardly necessary to point out that 
this would be a very difficult and compli- 
cated process. Apart from the question of 
producing new houses there would appear 
to be nothing to commend the proposal. 

It is true the income tax limit exempts 
certain individuals whose incomes are 
below the statutory limit from making any 
contribution in the form of direct taxation 
to imperial expenditure, and there would 
be logic in the contention that persons with 
an income below a certain figure should be 
relieved from contributions to local expen- 
diture; but that result is, of course, not 
secured by the proposals which exempt new 
houses from rating, as it might very well 
be that the persons occupying the new 
houses would be in a better position to con- 
tribute towards local expenditure than many 
of the persons occupying the old houses 
not exempt from rating. 

The proposal, it would seem, therefore, 
does not rest upon any grounds of equity 
as between ratepayer and ratepayer, but 
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is put forward solely and entirely as a 
means of securing the erection of new 
houses. The argument is this: that if an 
individual is released from the necessity 
of making a contribution towards local ex- 
penditure, he can apply the relief so granted 
towards the payment of additional rent, 
and the additional payment which he 
is thereby enabled to make will bring the 
rent he is able to pay up to the economic 
level required to induce the production of 
new houses. 

On this it may be said it is of course 
clear that to relieve any person of one part 
of his expenditure will enable him to in- 
crease his expenditure on another part, and 
the same argument which is being used as 
a ground for relieving these people of local 
taxation would have equal force in a plea 
that they should be relieved from imperial 
taxation, or from contributions to health 
and unemployment insurance, or, to put 
it to an extreme, if it were agreed that ail 
persons living in new houses should be 
entitled to be exempted from taxation cf 
all forms and, in addition, to be supplied 
with rations, they would undoubtedly he 
put in a position to pay a much higher rent 
than would otherwise be the case. Freed 
from all the fallacies by which the argu- 
ment is surrounded, it must be clear that 
the proposal to exempt people who occupy 
new houses from making a contribution to 
local expenditure is, in effect, nothing more 
or less than to subsidise them at the ex- 
pense of other ratepayers in order to enable 
them to pay a higher rent. 

However, assuming that to be admitted, 
it might still be urged that the necessity 
for getting new houses is so great that it 
is worth doing, even at the cost of a sub- 
sidy of this character, and that, as in fact 
a subsidy of some kind or other must be 
given, and all subsidies must be at the 
expense of the ratepayers or taxpayers, it 
is immaterial the form which the subsidy 
takes, whether directly given as a grant or 
by a remission of local taxation over a 
certain number of years. 

On that it may be said that the present 
form of open grant, the amount of which is 
ascertained and known, is one in which the 
division of the payment of the grant is 
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clearly shown as between the central and 
local authorities. It is a loss, an admitted 
loss, which is equally divided between the 
two, and it is further a loss which is arrived 
at after taking into account the contributton 
towards local expenditure which, under 
existing conditions, the occupier of such 
houses would make. 

The idea in the minds of those who push 
the proposal for the exe mption of such 
houses from rating is (as 1 have already 
shown with regard to houses in private 
ownership) that the exemption will enable 
higher rents to be paid. With regard to 
houses in municipal ownership, the idea is 
that if these houses are relieved from con- 
tributions to local expenditure, the loss will 
be diminished, and i tmay be eliminated. 

That is true as far as municipal book- 
keeping is concerned, but as the effect of 
the exemption will be to reduce what would 
otherwise be the rateable value of the area, 
it must follow that in order to raise the 
sum required the poundage of rate must be 
increased, and therefore the effect of the 
elimination is to increase the burden on the 
remaining ratepayers, the whole of the loss 
falling on them. As under present arrange- 
ments the contribution of the Imperial 
Authority is a proportion of loss only, if no 
loss is shown there will be no grant from 
the Imperial Authority; to that extent, 
therefore, the effect will be that as to on 
half of the loss the ratepayers will be 
damnified. Looked at from this angle, 
it is clearly seen that the proposal is one 





which would bring relief to the taxpayer at 
the expense of the ratepayer. From the 
point of view of those who regard housing 
as a local problem, that would be no ob- 
jection; but those who believe that housing 
is a national service, the cost of which 
should not wholly fall upon the localities, 
will find in this fact a serious objection to 
the proposal. 

However, on the assumption that all these 
considerations must be put aside as having 
no weight in the face of the necessity for 
the production of new houses, we come to 
the question as to whether this policy is 
likely to produce new houses. 

Let us take the case, first, of muni- 
cipally provided houses. Is it likely that 
municipalities will adopt a scheme which 
would throw the whole’ burden of 
loss upon their constituents, in substitution 
for the existing one under which half the 
loss is borne by the Imperial Government? 
This course does not appear to me to be 
in the least likely to be taken. 

The other question is, whether houses 
are likely to be erected by unaided private 
enterprise on the security afforded by the 
remission of rates for a given period. It 
is conceivable that persons who are able to 
buy houses for their own occupation might 
be disposed to take the risk of paying a 
price for a house which can only be justified 
on the ground that the remission of local 
taxation will be continued for a definite 
period; but such owner-occupiers form a 
small portion only of those who will occupy 
such new houses, and the real question is 
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whether the investor, the person who jx 


considering whether to place his money ); 
house-property or in some form of industria] 
securities or gilt-edged securitic would 


consider a_ legislative enactment re. 


mitting rates over a given period as giving 
sufficient security to induce him pay a 
price for a property which would, apart 
from the legislative enactment, more 


than the property was worth. This js 
seriously open to doubt. Such an enact. 
ment would produce a great amount of 
irritation as between the owners and occu. 
piers of properties which were ex mpted, 
which resentment would be accentuated by 
every increase in the rate. Such a fe ling 
would produce a sense of instability and 
insecurity at least tending contin ially t 
minimise the value of the exemption. 
No surveyor would advise an investor to 
buy such property without discounting very 
heavily the advantages presumably offered 
by the Act. In other words, the rate re. 
mission would have to be considerably 
more than the actual amount required to 


bring the rent up to an economic rent 
standard. 


To sum up, the proposal is one that in 
the first place is inequitable as between 
one section of ratepayers and another; in 
the second place it is inequitable as between 
the local authority and the _ central 
authority; and in the third place would 
either fail to produce the result desired, 
namely, the erection of new houses or only 
produce them at a greater cost than the 
present system of open grant. 
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EXHIBITION NOTES 


, HUNDRED YEARS OF ARCHITEC- 
~ TURAL DRAUGHTSMANSHIP. 

Tae few examples of architectural draughts- 
manship brought together by the Association 
could hardly be said to represent the best of 
what the last hundred years has produced in 
England, but they are interesting as showing 


diverse methods of representing designs, and 
ijdged from the varying standpoints of many 
would impress more or less favourably. We 
doubt whet her any of the architects whose works 
are illustrated would feel that the quality of 
their designs was done full justice to, or that 
even they themselves could succeed where others 
fail. But that is no reason why we should not 
find some degree of pleasure and satisfaction 
n what has been done. We remember with 
what pleasure a certain well-known artist’s 
pictures of architecture were received years ago 
in England, and many of us probably rate them 
higher than his vastly more ambitious drawings 


in recent years, but we cannot complain if the 
rtist’s maturer vision has given us pleasure of 
a different kind. To some artists there has been 
given the capacity for an individual expression, 
whilst to others an excellent quality of work 
has come by study of the work of others. 
Generally quality of individuality provides 
the greater interest, but the evidence of an 
urtist’s pleasure in his work is an unfailing 
pleasure to others. We doubt if the joy in his 
earlier efforts is ever felt by the artist when he 
has allowed his outlook to be modified by acrid 
criticism, undue envy of others’ methods, loss 
of belief in himself, and divided aims. How 
few of us fully realise that it is easier to lead 
than to drive ? If we did we should find better 
men around us and be the better in ourselves. 
(reat art has certainly thriven in spite of 
riticism and other hindrances, but generally 
art is a tender plant, and watered by kind and 
ippreciative thought may be counted on to 
flourish, The strident and brilliant, and often 
‘lightly vulgar, drawings which illustrate archi- 
tecture have their value (it may be great to 
architects and promoters), but we can at least 
be grateful for the essentially modern develop- 
ments of architectural draughtsmanship, and 
do our be st to encourage such a beautiful art. 
Coming to the exhibits, names immediately 
rise In our mind which are not represented, 
‘uch a8 the late H. W. Brewer, Axel Haig, 
ag Shaw, R.A., and F. L. Griggs, A.R.A. 
l¢ drawings are exhibited in chronological 
rder and many of the draughtsmen and their 
work are probably unknown to the present-day 
student, though from them he can well profit, 
r if the So-called “ slickness ” is missing the 
pend — . B A. W. Pugin’s “ Rouen 2: 
gs i asing and quiet in colouring, 
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direct ; 
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suggesting a desire for truth rather than assertive 
draughtsmanship. The late Mr. Phene Spiers’ 
exhibit faithfully portrays an ‘“ Entrance Porch 
to the Chapter House, Beauvais,” in pleasant and 
harmonious colour, broadly handled and devoid 
of tricks and mannerisms. The exhibit of 
Alfred Waterhouse, R.A., dated 1862, ‘ Design 
for New Law Courts from the Embankment,” 
is boldly handled, the relative values of buildings, 
foliage and surroundings being accurately 
judged and at no point of the drawing is any 
hesitancy or indecision apparent. Alfred Water- 
house exhibited regularly in the Painting and 
Architectural Galleries at the Royal Academy, 
and in each his work was of a high order. Sir 
Ernest George, R.A., is represented by a typical 
sunny example entitled ‘ Welbeck Abbey, 
New Loggia and Central Bay.” George 
Edmund Street, R.A.’s, work is shown by a 
bird’s-eye view of the ‘“ New Courts of Justice,” 
a good drawing, but it would be considered 
laboured by our present-day men; _ protably 
at the time it was made it was thought highly of. 
One must not lose sight of the fact that these 
men were practising architects of the day and 
not solely draughtsmen. The work of Chas. 
Gascoigne and Alick Horsnell are not the best 
specimens of their work; these two brilliant 
young men bid fair to gain an eminent position 
in their profession, had they been spared ; 
both handled their work in a broad and bold 
manner. C. E. Mallows’ work is well known to 
most of us; his work was always clean and 
he had a large following and many 
admirers: some representative examples are 
on view. The brilliant work of A. E. Ricards 
is also well known ; he is represented by a clean 
and direct drawing of an interior. Amongst 
those who are still with us mention may be made 
of Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A., who shows 
some sympathetic pencil drawings ; one, entitled 
** Point Hill from the Railway Bridge, Rye,” is 
a drawing handled with much delicacy. Mr. 
Maurice B. Adams is represented by a 
drawing of Blicking Hall, dated 1869. Mr. 
T. Raffles Davison is well represented by 
drawings of the work of Sir Edwin Lutyens, 
t.A., in whose work he appears quite in sym- 
pathy. The fountain court, Deanery Garden, is 
full of sunlight, with all unnecessary detail elimin - 
ated, yet conveying to the mind a truthful 
representation; note the sunlight on the old 
lead cistern; it can only suggest a drawing 
made on the spot. ‘ House at Ilkley ’—here 
again note the foreshortening of the metal work 
to staircase, a difficult task, pnt in with admir- 
able and apparently effortless precision. Mr. 
Davison is also: represented by ‘“ Whiteley 
Homes,” a drawing for Sir Aston Webb, R.A. 
Other exhibitors whose work i8 so familiar to us 
at the present time that it is unnecessary to 
comment on are W. Walcot, CurtisGreen, A.R.A.., 
C. W. English, Robert Atkinson, Cyril Farey, 
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T. S. Tait, P. Hepworth, L. H. Bucknell, Winton 
Newman, Geoffry Lucas, and others. The ex- 
hibition is of considerable interest, and should 
be visited by all who are interested in draughts- 
manship. 

In conclusion, perhaps one might say tricks 
of draughtsmanship are more prevalent to-day 
than they were 20 years ago. In no drawing 
of the older men does the famous sediment trick 
appear—the mop-head tree, the fretwork or 
scenic tree. Perhaps these older men went 
more frequently to nature. 


WOMEN ARTISTS. 

Amongst nearly seven hundred exhibits at 
the Society of Women Artists’ Exhibition, at 
the Institute, there is a good deal of clever work, 
even if most of it lacks any particular distinction. 
One can only hope that the production of all 
these things has given the artists themselves 
a certain pleasure, and that the object of it has 
not been chiefly to earn money. We miss 
nowadays the distinctive work of such artists 
as Clara and Hilda Moutalba, and probably one 
vital drawback in so much of it is the lack of 
really good subjects. Colour effects are some- 
times quite good, as is the pleasant “St. Ives 
Harbour” (No. 309), by Miss Hewitt; the 
‘““ Blue of the Sea” (No. 279), by Constance 
Bradshaw; ‘The Pool” (No. 268), by M. 
Attenborough; ‘“‘ Hazy Morning, St. Ives” 
(No. 233), by Constance Bradshaw ; “ A Bridge, 
Venice ” (No. 220), by Florence A. Englebach ; 
and the excellent water-colour drawing of ‘‘ The 
Padre’s Wistaria’”’ (No. 39), by Evelyn 1. 
Rimington. A broad, simple and impressive 
sketch is “In Old Verona” (No. 54), by 
Marianne Niven. Some good jewellery, modellec 
figures, decorative pottery, and hand-woven 
scarves add to the interest of the exhibition, 
and suggest how greatly the general effect of 
picture shows may be improved by the interposi- 
tion of decorative accessories between various 
groups of pictures. If we knew of the work of 
women artists only through such an exhibition 
as this, we should be inclined to estimate 
the value of their work as artists lower than 
it actually is. Mere prettiness is a delusion 
for all, but an exhibition such as this would 
suggest it as a peculiar drawback to the work cf 
women painters. Certain it is that we are here 
very definitely confronted with the doubt as to 
the value of the aims which bring most of there 
pictures into being. Some definite arresting 
charm of line or colour, of mass or composition— 
some summarised vision of natural beauty— 
some accentuation of real charm to be carried 
forward from the artist’s own realisation to 
the mind of others—these are, the aims of the 
artist, even if imperfectly fulfilled, which ought 
surely to appear in a greater degree than we 
find in this large exhibition of the Society of 
Women “Artists. 
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Housing. 


AT a recent meeting of the Birmingham 
Architectural Association, Major Harry Barnes, 
V.-P.R.1.B.A., gave an address on the housing 
question. He said that the dilemma in which 
they stood to-day was that a standard of housing 
had arisen which never had been in the past, 
could not be in the present, and did not appear 
likely to be in the future, provided for a con- 
siderable section of the population of the 
country ; the reason in all cases being that such 
a house as the present standard demanded 
could not be provided at a rental within the 
capacity to pay of a considerable and increasing 
proportion of the wage-earners of the country. 

He expressed the opinion that the present 
housing problem was not the result of the war 
but of a steady accumulation of arrears extend- 
ing over the whole century. The increase in 
houses in each decade had always been less than 
the increase in families, and he gave the follow- 
ing figures in support of his statement :—- 

Year. Houses. Families. 

221,581 245,425 

200,652 .... 351,276 

393,388 .... 418,451 

557,492 

584,076 
619,978 .... 487,809 
809,355 .... 905,867 
880,929 .... 968,422 


The result was that there had been a steady 
increase in the number of families for whom no 
separate dwellings were provided. 

He then dealt with the question as to whether, 
in estimating the number of houses required, 
population should be taken as the basis or the 
number of marriages in each decade. The 
importance of this point was that if population 
were taken as the basis the increase in population 
during the last decade had only been half of 
that in the former decade, and on that basis 
it might be argued that only half the number 
of houses were required. He expressed the 
view that the proper basis for calculation in 
determining the number of houses which were 
required from decade to decade was the number 
of marriages in the decade—that it was the 
marriage which created the demand for the 
new dwelling. On this basis he pointed out 
that though in the decade ending 1921 the 
increase in population had been only half of 
that which took place in the decade ending 1911, 
the number of marriages in the later decade 
was nearly half-a-million more than in the former 
one, the figures being 2,640,515 for the decade 
ending 1911 and 3,075,903 for the decade ending 
1921. 

For the decade ending 1911 there had, in fact, 
been an increase of 840,640 houses, and if the 
marriage basis was the proper one, it was clear 
that the number required to satisfy the marriage 
claims in the decade ending 1921 was approxi- 
mately 950,000. 

On the capacity of the building industry, he 
said that on an examination of the Census 
Returns, in so far as the number of men engaged 
in the building industry were concerned com- 
pared with the number of houses produced in 
each decade, the result showed that the average 
over sixty years was 1 house, 1 man, | decade. 
He quoted the following figures :-— 

Average. 

Houses 
per man. 
-- 463,491 .. 492,666 . 1.06 
.. 472,103 .. 596,263 1.26 
.. 581,903 .. 697,733 .. 1.2 

. 685,112 .. 605,486 .. =. 88 
1891 .. 698,839 .. 886,103 .. 1.27 
1901 . 952,093 .. 840,649 .. = .88 


or an average over the sixty years of 1.09 

On that basis, if it were adopted for the pur- 
pose of estimating, and it seemed a sufficiently 
broad basis for that purpose, it might be 
a that for every man in’ the building 
industry in 192] we might get an additional 
honesty 1923, The latest figures of men in 


Men. Houses. 
1851 
1861 
187] 
1881 


the industry were for February, 1923, 625,400. 
Therefore, on that basis, unless exceptional 
activity was shown and extraordinary means 
employed the normal output for the decade 
was not likely to exceed 700,000 houses, leaving 
us with a shortage of anything up to half-a- 
million. 

On the figures that were the result of recent 
housing experience, a round figure could be 
taken was that the number of houses that could 
be produced was equal to 1 man, 1 house, 
l year; that was to say, that for every man 
engaged upon house building they might 
expect to get one house in the course of a year. 
The figures already given showed that what 
was obtained was 1 house, 1 man per decade, 
the conclusion of which was that during the 
past there could not have been more than 
one-tenth of the men in the building industry 
employed upon house building for the working 
classes. 

If normal conditions prevailed, it could not 
be expected that more than one-tenth, or 70,000, 
of the men engaged in the building industry at 
the present moment would be engaged on the 
erection of houses for the working classes, and 
on the basis of one man, one year, one house, 
it would give us 700,000 in the decade—a 
figure again closely related to the one already 
obtained. 

The lecturer concluded by expressing his view 
that on all the facts that could be ascertained, 
the situation in 1931 so far as housing was 
concerned was likely to be worse than that in 
1921. 

—_-———____ 


BIRMINGHAM ADVISORY 
ART COMMITTEE. 


Tue city of Birmingham appears to provide 
a fruitful soil for the modern efforts towards 
a better general amenity of city life. The 
foundation of the Birmingham Civic Society 
was a happy circumstance, and now we have 
the report of the Birmingham Art Advisory 
Committee for the year ending December, 
1923, which amply proves the success of its 
work and the justification for this further 
extension of effort for city improvement. Some 
explanation of the success may be found in the 
presence on the committee of the Lord Mayor, 
the City Engineer, the Vice-Chancellor and 
Principal of the University, besides Directors of 
Schools of Art and Architecture, representa- 
tives of the Civic Society, &c., Mr. Wm. 
Hayward, F.R.I.B.A., being the able secretary. 
It is quite obvious that the full value of such 
an advisory committee cannot be set down in 
its report. 

The eighth item in the constitution of the 
advisory committee reads as follows :— 


8.—Hereafter all such new designs for public 
buildings, bridges, lamps, gates, fences, public 
conveniences, or other structures to be erected 
upon land belonging to the city, all such pro- 
posals for planning and laying out new perks 
or park extensions, all such new statues, foun- 
tains, arches, monuments or memorials of any 
kind to be erected in any public street, square, 
park, or municipal building as may be selected 
for submission to the Advisory Art Committee 
by the City Departments concerned, shall be 
reported upon by the Advisory Art Committee. 

As to the work of the committee we note 
the following in the report :— 

Experience with 57 submissions made during 
the year ending December 31, 1923, led to the 
delegation of personal consultation and the 
preliminary examination of designs to those 
members of the committee having a special 
technical knowledge of the subject under con- 
sideration. This arrangement has worked well 
and will be continued; it is found to be abso. 
lutely necessary to a proper understanding of 
the designs submitted, and gives opportunities 
for suggestion and adjustment before coming 
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to the committee for report. It is obvious 
that in many cases a design can only be properly 
judged after an inspection of the site for which 
it has been made. A delegate of the conimittee 
has, therefore, visited each of the sites jn 
question; and in many cases the choice of 
sites for shelters, refreshment rooms and 
lavatories in parks has been left to the com. 
mittee’s representative, subject to the approval 
of the Parks Committee. 

That the action of this committee has had 
much influence on other big centres is an item 
of special value in its work, and it is to be noted 
that its inception was due in the first instance 
to the Birmingham Architectural Association, 
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SHEFFIELD SOCIETY OF 
ARCHITECTS AND 
SURVEYORS. 


Steel Construction. 


On February 14 Professor J. Husband 
lectured on this subject before the Sheffield 
Society of Architects and Surveyors. 

In the course of his remarks he stated he 
proposed to notice some of the aspects of steel 
construction of more particular interest to archi- 
tects, and would, therefore, confine his remarks 
to matters relating to steel buildings. 

Two distinct types existed—low buildings in 
which wind stresses were small or negligible, 
and lofty buildings on which wind pressure was 
of great importance and strongly affected the 
design. In this connection the experience 
gained from the design and erection of the tall 
steel-framed buildings in the United States was 
valuable. In this country architects and engi- 
neers were seldom called upon to erect buildings 
exceeding ten or twelve stories in height. The 
steel buildings might .be divided conveniently 
into four units--the foundation, stanchions, 
floor system, and roof. The requisites of a 
good foundation were enunciated and the import- 
ance emphasised of distributing the load in order 
to ensure uniform settlement of ali parts of the 
framework. The purpose for which the building 
was designed determined the stanchion positions 
and consequently the foundation areas. The 
lecturer devoted considerable attention to 
special features in the design of floor beams and 
to their duty in resisting effects of wind pressure 
in buildings where special wind bracing was not 
provided, 

An interesting comparison of the relative 
merits of flat and sloping roofs and consideration 
of wind and snow loads was followed by an 
examination of the general effects of wind 
pressure on the members of the framework and 
of the various systems employed for the wind 
bracing in buildings, special reference being 
made to this feature in the case of very lofty 
buildings. 
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Acquisitions at the National Gallery. 


Two paintings have just been acquired by the 
National Gallery, and are now on exhibition. 
The first, which hangs in Room XII, is a signed 
work by Jacob Ochtervelt (c. 1635-1700), and 
represents a lady playing a spinet, accompaniee 
on the violin by a gentleman, while another lady 
conducts. In this work the painter shows him- 
self under the influence of Vermeer of Delft, and 
for a moment acquires something of that master 
luminous atmosphere and power of desizn. 

The second painting, which hangs i: 200m 
III, is a group of three figures seen in profile, 
looking out of a window in a fortress on the sea. 
In one corner are the arms of the Mon‘: — 
family. The identity of the persons represent 
has not been finally settled ; but it is ‘ ough 
that the boy holding a book is probably Guido- 
baldo Montefeltro, who, in 1482, succee: ed his 
father, the famous Federigo, as Duke of t “~~ 
This curious panel appears tojbe the v ork 0 
some pupil of Melozzo da Forli. 
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Provisional Amounts. 

Sim,—Can you tell me how the law stands in 
regard to provisional amounts? Where a 
provisional amount has been inserted in the 
specification and the builder goes into liquida- 
tion before the contract work is finished, is an 
architect justified in issuing a certificate to the 
merchant or sub-contractor to the full amount 
of the provision and deducting the said amount 
from any money due to the builder; in other 
words, has the merchant or sub-contractor, 
in such cases, the right of preferential treatment 
over other creditors? If so, does the rule 
apply equally if the builder is not actually 
bankrupt, but has made a voluntary composition 
with his creditors? Also, is it necessary that 
the name of the merchant or sub-contractor 
should be inserted in the specification, or is the 
provisional amount alone sufficient? If the 
amount of the goods supplied exceeds the 
amount of the provision, can the merchant 
still be paid in full;? “No LawYeEr.” 

[REPLY.]} 

The contract must, in the first place, be 
scrutinised, to find if there are any clauses 
defining the rights of the employer or the 
architect as to provisional sums. A _ con- 
sideration of the following, however, may assist :— 

Provisional sums are inserted in building 
contracts in order that such sums shall be 
for the direct use of the employer. The builder 
must give credit for the full amount of the 
provisional sum, and, where the provisional sum 
is used wholly or in part the rule that obtains 
is to allow the builder the nett price paid for 
the work ordered, plus a profit of 10 or 15 per 
cent., or, the percentage of profit as fixed to the 
provisional item in the priced bill of quantities. 
If the provisional sum is exceeded, the amount 
by which it is exceeded is an “extra” on the 
contract, and must be treated as such in all 
respects. If a provisional sum is inserted in 
@ contract for a specific work, and to a specific 
contractor, it would appear that if the work is 
omitted, or given to another contractor, the 
employer may render himself liable for damages 
for loss of profit to the sub-contractor direct, 
or through the general contractor were the sub- 
contract made by him; also for any additional 
profit the general contractor had provided for 
himself in his estimate. 

An employer cannot withhold payment to 
the builder of money due under the contract, 
and pay it direct to a specialist or merchant 
with whom he has no privity of contract, unless 
~ i8 an express provision enabling him to 

0 80. 

When an architect has power to direct pay- 
ment of provisional sums due to the merchant or 
sub-contractor, the employer is liable to pay 
the merchant or sub-contractor; and, when 
there is an express condition that the employer 
‘8 empowered to pay the merchant or sub- 
centractor in the event of the builder failing to 
do so, the employer may deduct the amount 
from monies due to the builder (to the full 
extent of the provisional sum only) and pay the 
merchant or sub-contractor direct. Such power 
's not annulled or revoked by the bankruptcy 
of the builder; and, should the employer avail 

lf of the power, the merchant or sub- 
contractor is entitled to be paid in priority to 
the builder’s trustee in bankruptcy. It is 
hot, however, a question of preferential treat- 
> gp but merely a fulfilment of the terms of 
® contract. The fact that the name of the 
merchant or sub-contractor does pot appear in 
connection with the provisional sum in question 
not aiject the general rule, and the above 
a applies equally in the case where the 
uilder has made a voluntary composition, 
since “ tho greater includes the less.” 
aire ing cases may well be referred to :— 
bbs v. Turner (1902) 18 T.L.R., 235 (which 
see in Young & Co. v. White (1911) 
-L.R., 87); Yand inTre Wilkinson ex parte 
Fowler (1905), 2°K.B, 713, 


Hard Wearing Floors. 


Smr,—I have a large dining room, about 
80 ft. by 76 ft., which has, at present, a concrete 
floor rather badly worn, and I want to cover 
it with something that will be durable, 
efficient, and will stand hard wear (i.e., work- 
men’s heavy boots). 

(a) Cement rendering is unsightly and cold. 

(6) Composition flooring is considered fairly 
suitable, but will it stand a certain amount of 
ill-usage ? 

(c) Wood flooring and ordinary floor tiles are 
not suitable in this case. 

(d) Can you suggest anything else ? If so, 
would you give me names and addresses, as I 
am anxious to put the work in hand at once. 

C. T. Morris Evans. 


[ REPLY. ] 

Any good class composition floor would seem 
to be the best material for our correspondent to 
adopt. There are several good varieties adver- 
tised in our pages, and he will appreciate that 
we cannot particularise any individual kind. 
The writer remembers inspecting such a floor 
in a Working Boys’ Club in the North of England 
where, after about a year of the hardest wear, the 
surface showed no sign of failing. The surface is, 
however, cold, and may be thought to have the 
same objection as cement, but the appearance 
is warm and cheerful and, after all, the eye can 
do much to reassure the feelings. One word of 
warning: These floors need careful attention to 
ensure their successful maintenance. Polish 
often and be sparing with water. 





The Builder of the Albert Hall. 


Srr,—I should be very much obliged if you 
could let me know the name of the builder who 
built the Albert Hall, also the name or names 
of the people who had it built. R. § 


REPLY. 

The Royal Albert Hall, Kensington Gore, was 
suggested by the Prince Consort. Its huge 
amphitheatre measures 273 ft. in length, 240 ft. 
in breadth, and 155 ft. in height, its designer 
being Lt.-Col. Scott, R.E., who was assisted by 
an architect, Thomas Verity, who afterwards 
erected “ The Criterion” in Piccadilly-circus. 
The Albert Hall was built by a joint stock com- 
pany and cost £200,000. The structure consists 
of two concentric walls between which are 
corridors and staircases planned on an oval lay- 
out, the interior dimensions being 219 ft. 4 in. 
and 185 ft. 4 in. respectively. The roof consists 
of light wrought-iron work with a flanged curb 
resting on the top of the wall, 120 ft. high from 
Kensington-road level. Iron shoes bolted on 
this curb furnish the springers from whence the 
curbed ribs spring. The curved principals are 
capable of carrying their own weight together 
with the weight of seven rows of purlins set 
between them, as well as the rafters and the 
ceiling. The thrust bearing on the main ribs is 
taken by the main wall plate, and the strains of 
these ribs are adjusted by means of wedges 
between the wall plate and the foot of each rib 
by the slackening or tightening of which the 
whole of the thrust is brought upon these curved 
ties resting on the wall. The top flange of the 
rib, acting as an arch, communicates the strains 
produced under every variety of loading, pres- 
sure of wind and snow. The exterior of the 
edifice is faced with brick and terra-cotta. The 
rotunda is enriched above by a noble figure 
frieze, carried out by Minton, depicting the 
various peoples of the globe. These groups were 
designed by Pickersgill, Armitage, Stacey 
Marks and Edward Poynter, subsequently 
President of the Royal Academy. The large 
porches on each side add effective shadows and 
colour to the vast pile, to which they furnish 
scale and contribute the iose character 
to the composition which otherwise is not very 
beautiful. The organ,is by Willis, and the 
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auditorium seats 8,000 persons. The building 
was executed between 1867 and 187]. 





Concrete Members Subject to Combined 
S 


Srr,—I have been studying Dr. Osear Faber’s 
articles in your issues of January 5 to 19, 1923, 
on reinforeed concrete members subject to 
combined stress, and there is one point on which 
I should be glad if you could enlighten me. 
In the case of combined bending and thrust 
(Case I), the moment of inertia is calculated 
about the centroid of thé section ; but in Case IT 
as the lever arm is given asd * The resistance 
of the member is calculated about the neutral 
axis. Am I correct in this assumption? And 
if so, can you explain the apparent discrepancy ? 

Norbury. Epear Bunce. 

[Repty. ] 

Mr. Bunce is quite correct in stating that the 
moment of inertia is calculated about the cen- 
troid of the section, but in Case IT the lever arm, 
sometimes called the radius arm, is given as 
d 4 . There is, however, nothing whatever 
inconsistent about this. The moment of inertia 
varies according to the line about which it is 
calculated, but the resistance moment of a 
member is independent of the line about which 
it is calculated and consists merely of the total 
compression or the total tension multiplied by 
the distance from the centre of compression to 
the centre of tension. It will be seen that both 
these quantities are entirely independent of any 
particular line or position to the centroid or 
neutral axis, and depend solely on the distance 
from the centre of compression to the centre of 
tension. 

May I take this opportunity of correcting 
example 2, under “ Bending and Compression,’’ 
in your issue of January 19, 1923 ? The eurves, 
tables and mathematics are prefectly correct, 


but, unfortunately, a slip occurred in the 
solution of this particular example. ra taken 


from the curves should be 270 instead of 85. 
The effect is to make the breadth 3.7 in. and the 
area of steel rods in proportion. I may add that 
nothing else in the article is in the slightest 
degree affected by this slip, but I thought it 
well to make the correction in case anybody 
should be puzzled by the original error. 
Oscar Farrr 





Chimney Flues. 


Srr,—Could you tell me the actual average 
prices per foot cube or yard cube quoted by the 
contractors for building a chimney flue of 
ordinary" bricks,‘like this— 


(nang 
Fall dat een 
es Wy) 


Ye 






: 























I wish to know this price in order to see if it 

would be possible to int: oduce in England a new 

system of chimneys, already known in other 

countries. H. Bo.vicer. 
[REPLY.] 


Our correspondent’s sketch is not quite clear 
to us, but we take it to represent an ordinary 
chimney flue 9 in. by 9in., or 14in. by 9 in., or 
perhaps 14 in. by 14in. Such flues are generally 
measured and estimated for as though in solid 
brickwork, without deduction for the cavity. 
The extra labour of building quoins and 
gathering over is thus compensated for by 
the extra materiel allowed. 

Brickwork at £60 per rod works out at about 
13s. 3d. per yard super at 9 in. thick, or £2 13s. 
per yard cube, This would include the flue and 
the surrounding brickwork. 
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TOWN-PLANNING 


Mr. Mawson (President) took the chair at 
a meeting of the Town-Planning Institute 
held recently at 92, Victoria-street, when 
further discussion took place on the subject of 
“Streets”? (as defined in the Model Town- 
Planning Clauses issued by the Ministry of 
Health). A summary of Mr. FEF. R. Abbott's 
paper for the discussion at the first meeting 
appeared in The Builder of December 28 last. 

Mr. F. C. Minshull (Chief Assistant Solicitor 
to the Birmingham Corporation) contributed a 
second paper and said he agreed with the view 
expressed that town planning was primarily 
and strictly concerned with arterial routes only 
where these approached, crossed or affected the 
development of existing human communities. 
He was not one who thought it impossible for 
town planning to be too ambitious in its scope. 
The speaker first gave a summary of the histori- 
cal development of the legal formule annexed 
to the map which, he said, even the most 
enthusiastic legal non-member reluctantly con- 
ceded to be necessary. He dealt with the 
several Birmingham schemes, the Ruislip- 
Northwood, Rochdale, North Bromsgrove, Otley, 
Hunslet, Leeds and Wallasey schemes, and said 
the Model Clauses followed as to streets along 
the general lines first laid down in the Ruislip- 
Northwood scheme, supplemented by the 
limitation of expenses to the cost of street 
works not exceeding a by-law width, 

The difference between the Ruislip-Northwood 
scheme and the Model Clauses were dealt with 
by Mr. Abbott. The right of entry upon notice 
was conferred by Model Clause 6, but it was not 
so useful a right as might appear at first sight, 
for they could not touch a single forecourt of 
a dwelling-house except by agreement, because 
it was required for the “ amenity or conveni- 
ence ’’ of the building within the terms of the 
section. Some Councils were specially enabled 
to prescribe frontage lines with power to acquire 
compulsorily unbuilt-on-land lying in front 
of such lines. It would be seen that in the 
absence of some provision of this kind too much 
optimism must not be displayed in anticipating 
the unimpeded construction of new streets or 
widenings under town-planning schemes through 
lands which had ceased to be merely agricul- 
tural. Clause 9 involved some consideration of 
the effect of Section 58 in the matter of com- 
pensation. Unless there was some express 
prohibition of building upon lands appro- 
priated for one of the purposes of a scheme he 
lid not see how such building could be regarded 
as a contravention within the meaning of Section 
57 of the Act of 1909. The other street clause, 
upon which he especially wished to invite 
comment, was Clause 2. A clause of this kind 
was to be found in nearly all the existing schemes, 
often expressly in addition to the powers con- 
ferred by Section 17 of the Public Health Acts 
Amendment Act of 1907. But when they con- 
sidered the clause it conferred a formidable 
power: ‘“* Whenever a plan for a new street is 
submitted the Council shall” (not may) require 
the “owner of any land within that part of 
the area, the development of which, in thcir 
opinion, will be affected, to furnish plans and 
particulars showing generally a scheme for the 
development or laying-out of the land.” Why 
should such owner be put to the expense of 
preparing plans and consulting experts? The 
new street might not even be constructed. He 
would like to make some observations on a new 
type of clause not included in the Models. It 
was one included in a scheme before the Minister 
for approval, which sought to avoid the Scylla 
of uncertainty on one side for the Charybdis of 
inelasticity on the other. It followed the lines 
of a section in a Liverpool local Act, and was 
designed to enable the provision of traffic 
streets as and where their need might appear. 
First, the responsible authority was empowered, 
with the approval of the Minister of Health, to 
make an Order determining to construct a 
traffic street on any land within the area. 
Traffic street was defined as “ A main thorough- 
fare or a continuation of a main thoroughfare, 


or a means of communication between main 
thoroughfares, or a main approach or a con 
tinuation of a main approach or a means of 
communication between main approaches.” 
The owners of the lands concerned were, upon 
the expiring of the prescribed notice, to give 
access thereto to enable any surveying and 
measuring necessary in the preparation of 
plans. Before applying for approval of the 
Order the authority was to give notice and 
plans to the owners concerned, as well as notice 
by public advertisement. Secondly, the effect 
of the Order (into which the Minister was to 
introduce such modifications as he might think 
fit) was to cause the traffic street to which it 
related to be deemed to be included in the 
scheme as a new street, the claim for com- 
pensation, of course, to be made within a year 
from the expiration of the notice requiring 
entry for the purposes of street construction. 
The clause provided, as it were, for the making 
of a little scheme upon a scheme; and it was 
a course of procedure which, if so regulated as 
not unduly to entrench upon public confidence, 
might do much in the future to enable schemes 
to adapt themselves to changing developments, 
which could not be foreseen, and in directions 
too slight to call for the heavy artillery of a 
supplemental or amending scheme. Mr. Min- 
shull touched on other clauses, including 10 (7) 
as to the construction of streets by owners, 
in regard to which the appeal is to the Minister. 
He did not question the excellence of such a 
tribunal, but many landowners and _ other 
interested parties regarded an appeal to the 
Town-Planning Department as an appeal to 
the executioner rather than to the judge. And 
there was some ground for the argument in 
favour of the local Bench who, however, far 
from being town-planning experts, at any rate, 
knew the town and were of like passions 
with the townsmen. To ensure the success of 
town planning it was a truism that the spirit 
of co-operation and sweet reasonableness must 
prevail. Much of the difficulty as to adaptation, 
however, beyond doubt arose through a _ tend- 
ency to town plan in the dark—to develop 
details beyond the point to which prophecy 
based on present development could safely go. 
If this natural temptation was repressed in 
time the advantage should surely be found in 
economy both in money and the vital energies 
of surveyors and town clerks. They must not 
make the mistake of over-reaching testators 
who endeavoured to keep the dead hand upon 
their posterity for all time. 

Mr. E. Willis (Surveyor, Chiswick U.D.C.) 
urged the impossibility of defining a standard 
street, although it might be possible to define 
a number of standard streets. The first thing to 
do was to define the standard traffic, and the 
standard he had always advocated (and which 
to some extent had been supported by the 
Ministry of Transport) a traffic unit of 10 ft. for 
roads where the traffic was essentially of a main 
or arterial road character, 9 ft. for a Class 2 
road, and 8 ft. for an ordinary street or local 
road. They should never go below the 8 ft. 
unit. The difficulty of the standard street was 
increased by the question of construction and it 
could be overcome only by taking certain areas, 
for what was suitable for one area was not suit- 
able for another. With regard to sterilising land, 
he saw no reason why Mr. Marshall should be 
concerned, because in his own case permanent 
buildings were not allowed on such land, but 
temporary buildings were allowed subject to 
removal without compensation. 

Mr. S. A. Kelly (Liverpool), in a written com 
munication, expressed the view that in regard to 
new arterial roads, the owner should be respon- 
sible for the cost of a 36 or 40 ft. street, according 
to the by-laws in force. The payment for this 
should be imposed as a frontage charge when the 
adjoining land was developed or sold or leased 
for building or other purposes, and any extra 
width of land required should be sold at its 
unimproved value. This was for large owners, 
and small owners must of necessity be_dealt 
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with on a different basis, as in many ca-es they 
would be left with very little land to levelop, 
The owner should only be charged with the cost 
of an ordinary constructed road. 

Mr. G. L. Pepler said it was quit; 
that the making of a scheme put a r 
on the land, and any claim for com; 
must be made within twelve months, a: 
sequently when the land was taken it ) 
taken at its value subject to the restrictions the 
scheme put upon it. The object in introducing 
the standard street was simply to meet the 
question of charge. The owner would be called 
upon to pay for a street of the standard in the 
district which he was ordinarily called upon to 
pay for and nothing more. 

Mr. Lovelock (Carshalton) commented on the 
narrowness of streets in some of the schemes, and 
said he foresaw the time when in the « 
his district some of them would have to be 
widened. Taken as a whole. he thouvht the 
Model Clauses would be very helpful, particularly 
in regard to the laying of sewers. ; 

Mr. Raymond Unwin agreed with Mr. Pepler 
as to the meaning of the standard street. It was 
impossible to have a common standard, and 
therefore they must in each district take the 
local standard as the basis for assessment. He 
agreed with Mr. Willis as to the necessity for 
different widths of streets for different classes of 
traffic, and they would come then as to whether 
there should be any regulations of the width of 
vehicles. No doubt in the enthusiasm of 
economy in some housing schemes roads of too 
narrow a width had been made, but on the whole 
there had been remarkably few complaints. 

Mr. J. M. Jopling said he was in favour of 
making the roadway as narrow as possible, but 
it was important to make the side-walks as 
broad as possible. In Paris and other Continen 
tal cities, where people lived in flats, they spent 
a lot of their life in the streets and the side- 
walks were hroad. He noticed on coming back 
to England that the habits of the people were 
changing in this respect, for the side-walks in 
London were not wide enough. In Bombay, 
broad roads were made with narrow side .walks, 
and the people used the roadway. On coming 
back to England after years of absence, he was 
surprised at the absence of knowledge and 
interest in town planning by the average 
Englishman. 

Mr. H. V. Lanchester agreed with the traffic 
units put forward by Mr. Willis. He also raised 
the point of whether a local authority, making 
an arterial road under a Ministry of Transport 
grant, could take enough land on either side 
of the road to create decent building frontages. 

Mr. Reay Nadin said that in many parts of 
the country, where arterial roads had been 
made, there had been reserved sufficient land 
for building frontages, so that the local authori- 
ties might recoup themselves for the large out- 
lay they had gone to in conjunction with the 
Minister of Transport. The condition precedent 
was that some portion of the land taken must be 
for the making of the road. He would like to 
draw attention to a clause now before the 
Minister and the Association of Muni: ipal 
Corporations, dealing with the question of the 
acyuisition and sterilisation of land and the 
subject of compensation. The clause enabled a 
local authority, when an application was n de 
to it for approval of the formation on ny 
estate or lands of a new street, or widening, 
which, in its opinion, would form a new 
thoroughfare or means of communication ‘e- 
tween main thoroughfares, to require a Wi th 
not exceeding 80ft. The owner, however, 
would not be called upon to incur any gres'¢r 
expense in the execution of the street w« 
than he would have been required to do u! 
the by-laws in force, and the additional exp« 
involved in making the street of a greater w 
would fall on the local authority. Compensa' 
would be assessed in the manner prov ided 
the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of © 
pensation) Act, 1919, but in estimating 
amount of compensation, the benefits ac: 
to the owner by reason of the greater W 
of the road should be estimated and set aga 
the compensation. 
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AEROPLANE PHOTOGRAPHIC SURVEY. 





Ar an ordinary general meeting of the 
Surveyors’ Institution recently, Major M. 
Macleod read a paper on this subject. In 
the course of his remarks he said the 
process of survey might be divided roughly 
into two parts, the first consisted of the fixing, 
by instrumental observation and subsequent 
computation, of the positions of a certain number 
of selected points, and the second the drawing in 
of the detail between these points. Topo- 
graphical surveys were really nothing more than 
sketches of the ground made by eye. Points 
for control were required only because hand and 
eye working together could not accurately copy 
the ground except over short distance. Even 
the most skilled workman had to fix for himself, 
with the aid of instruments, a very large number 
of points, and had to spend a long time on the 
ground, both for his actual drawing and for 
moving about over it. During all this time he 
was liable to be interrupted by weather or 
delayed by obstacles. ; 

The attraction of the camera as an instru- 
ment of survey laid in its power to make an 
accurate picture of a comparatively large area, 
without the aid of an elaborate control of pre- 
viously fixed points, in a very short time. 
More than fifty years had elapsed since the first 
attempts were made to exploit its possibilities 
for this purpose, but until the advent of aero- 
planes its successful use had been mainly as 
a means of replacing theodolites and other 
instruments for measuring angles and fixing 
points. Attempts were made to employ it 
from balloons, for making a direct picture, by 
pointing it perpendicularly towards the ground 
to be surveyed, but the difficulty in getting a 
balloon exactly over a particular spot was so 
great that practical success in these endeavours 
was small. As soon, however, as the perfection 
of aircraft allowed the camera to be transported 
to a position vertically above any region, 
survey by what might be called “ direct ”’ 
photography became a practical proposition. 
The development of aeroplane photographic 
survey might be said to have commenced in 
earnest during the Great War, when military 
surveyors had to apply themselves to the 
difficult task of making accurate large-scale 
maps of intricate trench systems. 

The stabilisation of so large a thing as an 
serial camera by gyroscopes or other devices 
depending on force was a difficult matter, and 
might be ruled out, but Professor Melvill Jones 
had shown that, by training pilots and by 
using a gyro rudder control, it was possible 
to stabilise the machine within quite small 
limits. If this could be done and the machine 
could be flown at a uniform height, the photos 
taken could be fitted together so as to form a 
“mosaic” whose scale could be determined 
with very fair accuracy from only two points 
which appeared on it. Practically, slight 
variations of height would occur during the 
flight, and these “ mosaics” required a certain 
amount of “‘adjustment” in addition to the 
simple enlargement or reduction required to 
bring them to a particular scale. The photos 
had to be taken during a straight flight, and the 
prints when fitted together formed a strip which 
consisted of a dozen or more photos. Professor 
Melvill Jones had found that the most con- 
venient way of making the adjustments neces- 
Sary was to stick each print separately on to a 
long piece of elastic which was slightly stretched 

ore they were attached. The prints were, in 
the first instance, enlarged or reduced as nearly 
88 possible to the correct scale, and each was 
fitted as exactly as possible to the one next to 
it by means of any overlap there might be. 
The final adjustment was made by slightly 
easing or further stretching of the elastic. A 
complete map could be made up by series of 
parallel strips having a small overlap with one 
‘nother. This was probably the cheapest, 
quickest and simplest method of covering an 
area, and was suitable for comparatively small- 
work where great accuracy was not 


essential_and where the ground was not greatly 
accidented. 

In the other direction the Air Ministry was 
working on a gyro tilt-recorder which was quite 
small and seemed to hold out good prospects 
of success. 

From the economic point of view the expen- 
sive part of an aerial survey was the cost of 
keeping &@ machine in the air. It was of the 
first importance to be able to photograph the 
whole area in the shortest possible time. The 
taking of the photographs must be organised 
so that each flight completed a definite area 
without unnecessary overlaps and without gaps. 

Gaps were particularly troublesome, as it was 
difficult to locate them without a map on a 
subsequent flight, and it was said to be actually 
quicker to re-photograph a whole area than to 
attempt to fill in two or three small gaps in a 
previous series of photographs. Now, if the 
camera was not stablised at all, it was obvious 
that gaps were much more likely to occur than 
if the direction in which the camera was pointed 
was controlled. From this point of view the 
stabilised machine had the advantage. Up to 
the present, however, they had neither per- 
fectly stabilised machines nor perfect tilt- 
recorders. For every class of accurate work 
an indispensable preliminary to any aerial 
survey was a framework of control-points, fixed 
and marked on the ground by the surveyor on 
foot. 

The problems of aerial photographic survey, 
then, .resolved themselves into two different 
categories— 

(1) The nature and extent of the control and 
how to provide it; (2) how best to use the 
control-points for eliminating tilt and other 
distortion from the photographs. 

A trigonometrical control executed on the 
ground was desirable, in fact, necessary for any 
form of survey. For accurate, as opposed to 
reconnaissance, work it was essential. Aerial 
survey was no exception, but the points usually 
fixed by an ordinary trigonometrical survey 
would most probably be unsuitable for aerial 
work. Peaks of hills, beacons, tall chimneys, 
church spires, and similar features, conspicuous 
and unmistakable to a man on foot, were often 
impossible to identify with certainty on an 
aerial photograph. 

On the assumption that accurate survey was 
contemplated and that an adequate control 
could be provided, the lecturer passed on to a 
brief outline of the various methods which had 
been used or suggested for making use of it. 
They might be divided into three classes :— 

(1) Graphic methods; (2) Rectification 
methods ; (3) stereophotogrammetry. 

In graphic methods the photo was usually 
replotted point by point by means of some form 
of “ grid.” This grid was first drawn on the 
map in a definite relation to the control-points, 
and a corresponding grid, distorted according 
to the tilt, was drawn on the photographs by 
some kind of geometric construction, based on 
the principles of perspective. By making the 
“mesh” of this grid sufficiently small, the 
position of any point could be interpolated on 
the map from its relation to the grid on the 
photo. 

“ Rectification” methods depended on the 
use of a projecting lantern or some analogous 
device for projecting an image of the fie 
negative on to an adjustable screen. The 
control-points, four in number for each photo- 
graph, were plotted on the screen, and camera 
and screen were adjusted until the corresponding 
points on the image projected into these 
positions. This adjustment could be done by 
trial provided the projecting lantern was 80 
designed as to give the various parts the 
requisite range of movement. It was, however, 
rather troublesome, especially if the tilt were 
considerable, as it involved correlated move- 
ments of the negative, and the lens as well as 
the screen. The difficulties were due largely to 
the fact that the dimensions of the image had 
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to be varied not only by the direct longitudinal 
movement required for ordinary enlarging but 
also by tilting the screen. This upset the focus, 
which must be corrected by tilting lens and 
negative. This in its turn again altered the 
dimensions of the image, and so on. The 
adjustment would be considerably easier if the 
process of taking the photo could be simply 
reversed; if they could, as it were, take the 
aerial camera out of the aeroplane, put a light 
behind it, and use it as a projecting camera. 
It was, however, focussed for infinity, and they 
required an image on a screen a few feet away 
from the lens. Some systems of map-making 
did, in fact, employ essentially this system, and 
relied on stopping down the lens to sharpen 
the image, but he felt fairly confident that the 
results could not be completely satisfactory. 
In any case the adjustment by trial became 
very complicated if the control-points were of 
different heights, and in his opinion it was 
better to determine scale and tilt by a pre- 
liminary process and use these elements for 
calculating the positions for the various parts 
of the projecting lantern. 

There were several ways of determining scale 
and tilt, either by graphic constructions or by 
computations based on linear measurements 
made on the negative. All these, again, were 
troublesome and complicated if the control- 
points were of different heights, yet it was 
precisely under such conditions that “ recti- 
fication ” was likely to be most useful. 

Those who were interested in the details of 
a purely mechanical solution by means of a 
piece of specially designed apparatus called a 
“ tilt-finder,” would find a description of it in 
a recent number of the journal of the Royal 
Geographical Society. Having determined tilt 
and scale, the positions in which to set the 
various parts of the projecting lantern, so as to 
give a print in sharp focus, to a given scale, 
and from which tilt distortion had been 
eliminated, could be calculated from fairly 
simple equations. This computation and the 
setting of the parts in position naturally took 
a certain time; but when complete, the whole 
photo was dealt with in a short exposure plus 
a few minutes for developing and fixing the 
print. There was undoubtedly a net gain in 
both speed and accuracy as compared with the 
tedious processes required in plotting a photo 
point by point by any graphic method. If one 
compared the two, one might say that recti- 
fication methods were preferable when the map 
had to be prepared ab initio, and that graphic 
methods were often convenient for adding 
information required to bring an existing map 
up to date. 

Stereophotogrammetry, the third alternative, 
had been developed recently in Germany with 
a remarkable degree of practical success, 
Starting from the principle of the “ stereo- 
plotter” (invented by the late Major F. V. 
Thompson, R.E.), Professor Hugershoff, of 
Dresden University, had devised a machine 
called an “ autocartograph,” which enabled a 
map to be drawn from two oblique aerial 
photographs of the same area taken from view- 
points sufficiently close together to enable the 
two to be combined as a stereoscopic pair. 

It was necessary, as a preliminary step, to 
determine the positions and heights of the two 
view-points and the direction of the optical axis 
of the camera at each. This could be done by 
a preliminary computation if three control- 
points appeared on each photograph. 

From this data the machine could be set in 
adjustment and the stereoscopic view trans- 
ferred quite mechanically on to a map or 
plotting-board. The mor 6 of operating was 
generally similar to that employed by Major 
Thompson and also in the “ stereoautograph ” 
of Von Orel. That was to say, a “ mark” or 
“ pointer” appeared in the field of view, and 
could be made to coincide both laterally and in 
depth with any desired ,point in the. landscape, 
which was seen “ in relief.” 

In conclusion, the lecturer said, although the 
aerial photograph had great possibilities, he 
thought it evident it had. many limitations ag 
a means of survey. 
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APPROXIMATE 
ESTIMATES. 


In our last issue we reported two papers 
read at the Surveyors’ Institution by Mr. A. 
Paull and Mr. J. J. Done, on “ Approximate 
Estimates,’ and a report of the discussion on 
these papers is given below. 

Me. F. H. A. Harpoastiz said the method 
of cubing up held the field. It was a rough 
method of calculation, but in the hands 
of a man of experience and judgment a toler- 
ably close forecast couid be made. He saw 
that a dictionary definition of ‘* approximate "' 
was ‘ reasonably correct."" He rather hoped 
that some more accurate and reliable method 
of arriving at approximate estimates might be 
arrived at. 

Mr. A. Bornetr Brown, in seconding, said 
his own view of approximate estimates was 
that they were those oy — _ based 
upon a full and proper bill of quantities pre- 
sued by @ quantity surveyor. Broadly, he 
would venture the assertion that competence 
in the very difficult art of forming approxi- 
mate estimates of a _ accurate character 
could only be acquired by long experience, 
close observation, and accurate deduction. He 
advised the younger members in framing ap- 
proximate estimates never to be afraid of over- 
estimating. ; 

Me. Dasnane Hastam contended that in the 
development of an estate it ought to be com- 
pulsory that the tithe as well as the land tax 
should be redeemed. 

Mr. Cormsert Lake said there was only 
one piece of advice to give to junior members 
about approximate estimates in valuation work 
as distinct from building work, and that was 
“* Don't." His knowledge of approximate 
estimates warned him against the judgment of 
anyone who depended tpon them. No one 
would pay for approximate estimates. 

Mr. J. E. Drowsr said that was the first 
time, as far ae he could understand, that they 
had ever had a paper which dealt purely with 
the techniques of quantity eurveying. He did 
not quite understand what other word they 
could use, but ‘‘approximate’’ estimate, and, 
as they had it, he thought they had better 
keep it. They all knew what was meant by 
an approximate estimate. Anybody could take 
out the quantities roughly, but who could 
price? Someone had spoken of the intuition 
people had in pricing. It was an intuition 
with many people, and an intuition which could 
not be explained. It was certain there was 
a strange intuition which enabled them to deal 
with figures with great accuracy. 

Mr. Curistorser Cuart agreed with Mr. 
Alan Paull that cubeing held the field as the 
most general method of estimating the cost of 
building work. Within the past month he 
had seen tenders for two new housing schemes, 
and the difference in the price per foot cube 
of the two sets of houses varied as much as 
14d. In the one case the houses were to be 
built in blocks and in the other case very much 
smaller houses were to Le built in pairs. 

Mr. A. G. Cross remarked that many mem- 
bers of the Institution worked at the Ministry 
of Munitions in regard to the provision of 
munition factories. They stated the number 
of squares in the area and based cost upon so 
much a square. That, on approximate quan- 
tities, he thought far and away the best method 
of obtaining an approximate estimate. 

Mr. A. E. Baris expressed the opinion that 
cubeing was the most common, but the least 
satisfactory method of arriving at an approxi- 
mate estimate. He had in mind housing 
schemes where the cost came out too much. 

The architect replanned the cottages and ac- 
tually lessened the cost; he showed the 
original plan to the builder, who said, ‘ Oh, 
yes, take it on the cube."’ But the builder was 
not going to be paid on the cube; he was 
going to be measured up and paid on his 
schedule. Instead of the cottages being, as 
the architect anticipated, £50 less they came 
out at £50 more. Although the architect 


knocked off £50 worth of work on each cottage, 
value £50. 


the actual work increased the 
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Mr. Wit1iam Woopwarp remarked that he 
had said over and over again that there wae no 
such thing as giving a client a rough idea of 
what a building was going to cost, and the 
most fallacious way, to his mind, of arriving 
at the probable cost of a house was by the foot 
cube, unless the building they were going 
to erect was precisely like one they had already 
erected, and unless the labour wae the same. 
Supposing in the intervening period the ca’ 
canny method arose to lay not 400 bricks per 
day but 20 (laughter). Young architects could 
not do it, but as they got older they could tell 
their clients distinctly, “‘ If you want a rough 
idea, a real idea, of what this building is going 
to cost, you must employ s quantity surveyor 
to take out quantities. You muet pay for 
that. In the event of your saying you cannot 
afford to put up the building you have to 
pay for those quantities.” 

The vote of thanks was heartily accorded, 
and was briefly acknowledged by Mr. Pavzs. 
and Mr. Done. 





THE WEEK IN 
PARLIAMENT. 


WeEsTMINSTER, Wednesday. 
Housing. 

Sir Kingsley Wood, in advocating a spirit 
of co-operation, pointed out that during last 
year 77,000 houses were built, which was more 
than the annual average for the last ten years 
before the war. That was not a bad start. 
This year the Director-General of Housirtg had 
stated that 105,000 houses would be built. 
Referring to the Prime Minister’s statement 
that the Government were going to build houses 
for £500 and let them at 9s. a week, he said that 
from inquiries he found that the recent tender 
price in London was £625 per house. A £500 
house, with from eight to ten houses to the acre, 
would require 25 per cent, of that sum for roads 
and drainage, and, therefore, these houses would 
have to be erected at less than £400 each. He 
refuted the suggestidy that the cost of land sent 
up the price of buildin If the Prime Minister 
was going to continue’the policy of subsidies 
he had some dangerous enemies. Directly the 
subsidy policy was embarked on under the 
Addison scheme, prices rose almost in a night 
from £350 to £800 or £1,000, and he could not 
see how, with millions dangled before both 
employers and employed, they were to escape 
sky-scraping prices. As to dilution, an - 
ment on that question ought to have been 
come to long ago, and no trade had a right to 
take up a selfish attitude. The building opera- 
tives were asked to build houses, not for people 
in Park-lane, but for their fellow workmen. 

Mr. P. Harris, a Liberal, suggested that the 
only way to solve the problem was to put 
forward a seven years’ programme, and Mr. 
George Edwards, from the Labour benches, 
expressed profound disappointment at the 
Government proposals from the rural point of 
view. Mr. Ayles, another Labour member, 
alleged that the price of bricks rose from 66s. 
to 72s. 6d. a thousand directly it became known 
that a Labour Government was coming into 
office and was going to tackle the problem in a 
determined way. 

Mr. Clynes, the Lord Privy Seal, defended the 
Government's _ proposals. Lieut.-Col. Fre- 
mantle, a Unionist, and former Chairman of the 
L.C.C. Housing Committee, while agreeing with 
any steps which might be taken to prevent 
trusts and rings, pointed out that profiteering 
was not all on one side. The Government 

should consider the question of output as well 
as that of profit. 

Asked by Mr. D. G. Somerville if, in view of 
the promotion of employment, he would inquire 
into the various trade union regulations govern- 
ing the number of apprentices who might be 
trained, and whether he had any information 
that the existing regulations prevented the 
extended technical training of the young, 
Mr. Shaw said that the cases in which the 
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proporuion of apprentices allowed was de. 
finitely laid down by trade union rules or by 
agreements between trade unions and em. 
ployers’ associations were not numerous. The 
matter was largely governed by unwritten 
practice, and an inquiry into this would be 
laborious and not likely to produce useful 
results, He had no reason to suppose that 
trade union rules as to the number of apprentices 
prevented the extended technical training of the 
young, and he might add that in one case in 
which the small number of apprentices was at 
present a source of serious difficulty, viz., in 
the building trade, the actual number according 
to his information was below that recognised by 
both employers’ and workers’ organisations as 
adequate to the needs of the trade. 


The Subsidy. 


Mr. Wheatley informed Mr. Raynes that in 
cases in which he was satisfied that builders, 
on the faith of assurances given by or on behalf 
of local authorities, had proceeded with building 
in anticipation of the approval of the local 
authorities’ scheme for assisting grivate enter- 
prise the equivalent of the Government grant 
under the Housing Act would be paid in respect 
of houses which would otherwise be eligible for 
assistance. 


— << 
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BOOK REVIEW. 


Manual of Information on City Planning and 
Zoning. By THepora Kimpat. (Harvard 
University Press. 1923). Price 16s. net. 

No one is likely to realise more than the 
librarian the need that undoubtedly exists for 
the classification of information on the subject 

of town planning, and, as librarian to the school 

of Landscape Architecture, Harvard University, 
and Hon. Librarian, Amerncan City Planning 

Institute, no one is, better able to give this in 

concise form than Miss Thedora Kimball. Her 

work in all fields of city planning is well known 
in the States, and this useful manual is but 
another proof of her deep interest in the subject. 

In the introductory chapter on the principles 
and procedure of town planning she emphasises 
the need of outside expert advice in the develop- 
ment of the city plan—‘ The problems of a city 
are so complicated that the local city planning 
commission can hardly be expected to arrive at 
comprehensive solutions unless it employs out- 
side assistance.” The city planning commission 
having been appointed, and having begun its 
work with the aid of technical advice, the next 
step, as Miss Kimball points out, is to inform the 
public thoroughly concerning the value of city 
planning aud what it can do for the development 
of the city. Valuable suggestions on contesting 

ublicity campai are given, “‘no group 0 
na —-" ibe of the locality should be 
overlooked.”  “‘ Citizens and taxpayers alike 
have something to gain from the adoption of & 
comprehensive city plan, and every one of them, 
however obscure or modest, is worth reaching. 
Securing newspaper aid, enlisting support of 
local clubs, enrolling business organisations, 
convincing municipal officials, educating future 
citizens, are a few of the suggestions put forward 
under this heading. Town councils and Re- 
gional committees in this country have much to 
learn from American town planning work, and 
from Miss Kimball’s book. 

The greater part of the book is, of necessity, 
a catalogue of the bibliography on the subject, 
and it must come as a surprise to many that in 
the comparatively short time town planning 
has been a science, so vast an amount of litera- 
ture has been written on the subject. 

Many pages of the book will, no doubt, be of 
great use to American citizens and town planners 
on the services performed by the various de- 
partments dealing with housing and building; 
there is also included an Tt ce gle 
city planning progress in the United } 5 
po Ay paren. bo In short, Miss Kimball has 
contributed an “enquire within” on everything 
relating to city planning in the United States 
and unlike most ‘ enquire withins " appears to 
have omitted nothing. 
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THE BUILDING TRADE. 


TRADE UNIONS AND 
EMPLOYMENT. 


[x these days of rivalry between}trade unions 

a further complication has arisen in connection 
with employment, and a recent decision in the 
case Reynolds v. Shipping Federation (1924, 
1 Ch. 28) is of interest. In the judgment in that 
case the following passage occurs: “ For many 
years past no one has questioned the right of a 
trade union to insist, if they are strong enough 
to do so, under penalty of a strike, that an 
employer or group of employers shall employ 
none but members of the trade union.” 
Jirede unionists have fought for that principle 
for years and as the above passage shows it has 
generally been accepted, as we think, mainly on 
the ground that there are advantages to both 
sides in collective bargaining. But of late years 
unions relating to the same trade have multiplied 
and there are more than one union representing 
men in similar employment, and an example of 
this was before the public eye recently in 
the case of the National Union of Railwaymen 
and the Associated Society of Locomotive Engi- 
neers and Firemen, although there are many 
other examples. The question therefore arises: 
what is the position of the employer as regards 
men who belong to different unions relating to 
the same character of employment ? 

The facts in the above case are somewhat 
complicated, and we will briefly indicate them as 
they bear upon this question, but it is necessary 
first to take from the judgment a short history 
as to how the position arose. In 1917, during 
the war, the Ministry of Shipping set up an 
organisation for the purpose of enabling ship- 
owners to obtain crews without difficulty, of 
removing causes of friction and of enabling 
questions between employer and employed to 
be settled promptly and effectively. On this 
organisation, the National Maritime Board, 
apparently all interests were represented—the 
shipowners by the Shipping Federation; the 
masters by three societies; the marine engi- 
neers by two societies; the navigating officers 
by three socicties ; the sailors and firemen by the 
National Union; and the stewards by a union 
of their own; and the independent chairman 
was the Parliamentary Secretary of the Ministry 
of Shipping. This Board appears to have 
succeeded admirably and it inaugurated a 
successful scheme embodying for the first time 
in that industry collective bargaining. After 
the termination of the war the Ministry with- 
drew, but in view of the advantages thet had 
resulted both the Ministry of Reconstruction 
and the Ministry of Labour urged the shipowners 
to keep the Board in existence and in 1920 it was 
reconstituted, and without entering into detail 
it appears that all interests were again repre- 
sented much as before and that the organisation 
worked smoothly down to the present time. 

But in 1921 the seed of trouble was sown in 
&manner very instructive in connection with the 
recent dispute on the railways. In that year a 
question arose in connection with a demand by 
the employers for a reduction of wages, and after 
Some negotiation this was settled by all the 
; les concerned with the exception of the 
maps Union, the members of which struck. 
Withdre ® termination of the strike this union 
; ew from the National Maritime Board and 


oo ® new union was formed called the 
the j wood Union, by the amalgamation of 
Southampton peer with a small union at 
gy a, 
eaten oem atter body had at any 
ih the Be presented on the Board is not stated 
after th — but. the Amalgamated _Union, 
Union and me was in rivalry with the National 
and gg an om ber of the Board, 
With the is olficially recognised its decisions. 


il ecme ‘stitution of this separate union we 
The Shicn;” the point directly raised in the case. 
siderable. = Federation seeing that if any con- 

’e number of the men employed belonged 


to the Amalgamated Union they would not be 
bound by any decision of the National Maritime 
Board, and collective bargaining would be at an 
end, made an arrangemer.t that the supply of 
men should be made through the National Union 
and that for this purpose every man engaged 
should preduce a card stamped by the National 
Union. It does not appear that every man 
should necessarily be a member of that union, 
but it was assumed only men should be sent who 
would be bound through their representatives 
by the decisions of the National Maritime Board. 

The plaintiff in this action had at one time been 
a member of the National Union, but had some 
time back ceased to contribute to it, and in 
February, 1923, had become a member of the 
Amalgamated Union. His employment was a 
greaser in the engine room. This man had 
applied to the second engineer of a ship lying in 
the London Docks for employment, and the 
second engineer, who had had experience of him 
as a reliable man, told him to attend the next day 
to pass the doctor and sign on. When he so 
attended the delegate of the National Union 
employed at the docks for the purpose of seeing 
that the arrangement mentioned above was 
observed raised the objection that he had not 
the card required issued by the National Union. 
He was offered the opportunity of rejoining the 
National Union or rejoining on paying up 
arrears and thus obtaining a card, but he 
declined to do so and the second engineer there- 
upon declined to take any further steps to engage 
him. The plaintiff brought this action against 
the Shipping Federation, the National Union 
and their President, and the port delegate, 
alleging that the acts and conduct of the 
defendants constituted an unlawful conspiracy 
to prevent him from obtaining employment in 
any ship under the control of the Shipping 
Federation, and claiming a declaration that he 
was entitled to employment on any ship without 
being a member of the National Union or possess- 
ing the card in question. 

There were other points in the case, but this is 
the issue ‘we are concerned with. The Court 
distinguished the cases Temperton v. Russell 
(1893, 1 Q.B. 715), and Quinn v. Leatham (1901, 
A.C. 25), on the ground that the agreement or 
combination here was not against a particular 
individual, but merely operated to exclude such 
individuals as might not from time to time 
satisfy a qualification which was within the reach 
of anyone who desired employment ; the exclu- 
sion was against a class, and that a class to which 
anyone at any time might cease to belong; and 
the motive was not a malicious desire to inflict 
loss on any individual, or class of individuals, 
but only a desire to advance the business inte- 
rests of employer and employed alike by securing 
or maintaining those advantages of collective 
bargaining or control which had been experienced 
since the institution of the National Maritime 
Board, and in this respect the case came within 
the principle laid down in the Mogul Steamship 
Case (1892, A.C. 25). 

In the judgment occurs the passage we set out 
at the beginning of this article, that it has long 
been recognised that a trade union can insist 
that an employer shall employ none but members 
of a trade union, and the judgment proceeded to 
point out that the result of any such effective 
ccmination of workmen has been to impose 
on other workmen the necessity of joining the 
union as a condition of obtaining employment, 
and that in this case all that the employers had 
done was voluntarily to adopt the system which 
could have been enforced upon them of employ- 
ing only men belonging to the trade union, and 
that the incidental result to other workmen in 
the trade was the same as if the employers had 
yielded against their will to accept the trade 
union practice. In other words, the Court held 
what was sauce for the goose was sauce for the 
gander. 

It must be noted that it was held in this case 
that there was no malicious or capricious inten- 
tion by the agreement to injure an individual or 


a class, the agreement being made solely to 
advance business interests as in the Mogul 
Steamship case (ubi sup), and it also falls within 
the principle laid down by the House of Lords 
in Allen v. Flood, that every workman has the 
right to exercise his option as to whom he will 
work with. That case and Quinn v, Leatham 
will be found discussed in The Butlder, April 4, 
1913. The importance of the case is t it 
applies this doctrine as reversed in the case of 
employers and explains what may be their posi- 
tion where without malicious intent but to 
further the interests of trade they may be con- 
fronted with the claims of rival unions. 

At the present time there is 3 tendency among 
trade unionists if they dissent from the advice 
given by their leaders, or if they in a minority 
disagree with an award made by a tribunal 
before which they have been represented, but 
which is not binding in law, to withdraw from 
that union and form another which will represent 
their independent views, and such action must 
place employers in a position of great difficulty. 
If they continue to take men from the union 
from which the men in a minority have seceded, 
difficulty may occur with the union formed by 
the minority (the case of Allen v. Flood only 
turred upon a dispute between two unions, the 
Boilermakers objecting to work with the Ship- 
wrights), and the multiplicity of unions must 
injure trade and inflict loss on both employer 
and employed; it also strikes at the root of 
the main principle of trade unionism—collective 
bargaining. This is a matter deserving the 
most serious attention of the Trade Union Con- 
gress and the present decision serves to show 
that what is considered reasonable action on the 
part of the men in selecting with whom they will 
work applies equally to the action of employers 
as to whom they will employ, but the action 
of both bodies has to be kept within reasonable 
limits. Conspiring, malicious action, the vic- 
timisation of individuals or classes, is not 
tolerated on either side. 


a ee 


DILUTION IN THE 
BUILDING TRADE. 


In the course of a letter to the J'imes, on this 
subject, Mr. John Coleridge, F.R.1.B.A., states : 
** There is one method of solving the question 
of dilution of labour and apprenticeship in the 
building trade, which go together, that has not, 
so far as I am aware, been suggested. 

“‘ The first difficulty is to get the masters to 
apprentice. grown men, because they want 
something to live on during their apprentice- 
ship. I venture to suggest that during an 
apprenticeship of, say, two years, the present 
amount of the dole should be paid to the master 
on the production of his apprentice’s receipt 
for his week’s pay of an equal amount or more. 
This would ensure that a man did his work 
and got his pay, and it would no longer be a dole 
for doing nothing, but an honourable. subsis- 
tence allowance while learning his trade. It 
could be worked through the Labour Exchanges 
with little trouble. 

‘The unions will say it takes five years to 
make a bricklayer, but no person of sense who 
handled men during the war will believe it. They 
learned ! . It is not as if the standard of crafts- 
manship was universally high in the unions. 
I would set no limit to the age of an apprentice. 
Why should a man be debarred from learning 
a trade because he has more sense than a boy ? 
The present tyranny of the building trade 
unions is ridiculous and contrary to public 
policy when houses are so badly needed, and 
the present Government will deserve badly of 
the great class of people who need homes and 
the great class of decent unemployed if thew 
allow it to go on.” 
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HOUSING AND RECENT LEGISLATION. 


On February 7, Mx. T. P. Bennett lec- 
tured before the Northern Polytechnic Insti- 
tute on this subject. 

In the eourse of nis :emarks he said the 
subject of his paper was one which had given 
rise to an extraordinary amount of contro- 
versy, and dealt with problems which were 
hedged around with quite unusual difficulties. 
Io the first place it was necessary to study 
the reasons which had necessitated legisla- 
tion in connection with such a perfectly simple 
and straightforward subject ae the building of 
houses. If every person were now paid, and 
had always been paid, wages which enabled 
them to support themselves in a satisfactory 
residence, there would be no need for discus- 
sion on housing or for special legislation. — 

The next section of their subject which 
needed consideration was the reason for the 
introduction of legislation. In the first place 
the constant migration of country people to 
the towns had outstripped the supply of 
houses to a — extent, and if means 
of cheap transport had not simultaneously de- 
veloped their present position would be in 
finitely more serious whan it was. Trans- 
port, however, was ‘omparatively new, and 
it was only beginning to have an extensive 
influence on the solution of the housing 
problem. Legislation had also been at- 
tempted by groups of sociologists who had 
endeavoured, by various means, to improve 
the lay-out of their towns. to raise the stan- 
dard of accommodation provided in their 
houses, and to find ways and means of re- 
placing the assistance which was formerly 
given by the landowners in housing their em- 
ployees. Finally, they got a great crop of 
legislative efforts coming directly from the 
artificial conditions created by the war, con- 
ditions which were partly the result of the 
complete cessation of building, partly the de- 
sire to help the returning members of their 
civilian armies, and partly a desire to create 
satisfactory and healthy conditions of living 
for the whole of the community. 

The third, and most important, division of 
the subject was the consideration of the legis- 
lation which had actually taken place in 
recent years. 

The first Act of Parliament which de- 
manded attention was the Finance Act of 
1909-10, usually referred to as the Lloyd 
George Act. is Act, as they were prob- 
ably aware, gave rise *o an enormous amount 
of controversy, and in 1922 was repealed. It 
was important that they should examine the 
object which it had in view, and the actual 
result of its passage into law, because it 
showed, on the one hand, that incomplete 
knowledge might lead to entirely fallacious 
reasoning, and, on the other hand, that re- 
sults might accrue which were absolutely 
contrary to the intentions of the promoters. 

The most surprising feature of the Act was 
the disastrous effect it had upon building. 
Before the Act was passed a large amount of 
housing development was taking place, prin- 
cipally through the agency of the speculative 
builder. Investigation which was sub 
sequently made proved that the builder drew 
his profit more from the increased value of 
the land than from the houses erected there- 
on, so that as soon as a large part of the 
increased value of the land was taken away 
from him he was unable to build. ; 

Tn 1909 the Town-Planning Act was passed. 
This was another Act dealing with housing 
which had been the subject of considerable 
eriticism. Its main provision dealt with the 
restriction on the number of houses per acre 
of developed housing land, which was to be 
8 for rural and 12 for uburban districts. 

The Rent Restriction Act was undoubtedly 
& wartime necessity, but as time went on and 
building costs increased, the Rent Restric- 
tion Act stood still and created an entirely 
erroneous idea of the value of building or 
Its relation to the cost of living. Tn 1990 


building prices were over 2} times pre-war, 
while the Rent Restriction Act limited the 
increase of rent to 40 per cent. above pre- 
war. It was argued that, although the price 
of building had increased to this extent, the 
price of existing houses remained the same. 

The cost of the work carried out under this 
Act was so great that, after being in opera- 
tion for 18 months or so, the whole of the 
country realised that it must come to an end 
or we should be bankrupt. 

They then experienced the drastic attempts 
of Sir Alfred Mond to arrest the scheme. 
Housing contracts were cancelled, attempts 
were made to re-sell land, grants were 
stopped, and, in short, an entire reversal of 
the previous policy took place. Building, in 
common with other prices, fell rapidly and 
continuously until the first few monthe of 
1922 when something like stable conditions 
began to reappear. In °923 the Rent Restric- 
tion Act was renewed, many of them 
thought to the detriment of housing develop- 
ment. Much of the fear expressed at the 
possibility of its removal was, he wae certain. 
unfounded. The immediate effect of removal 
would not necessarily have meant a substan- 
tial increase in the rent of existing houses. 
and it would have created an enormous 
amount of confidence on the part of those 
whose business it was to develop honsing. 

The year 1923 also saw the introduction of 
still another Housing Act, and further pro- 
visions for the payment of subsidies or con- 
tributions upon the part of the Government 
to those who proposed erecting houses. This 
time the grants were made on a much more 
conservative basis, and local authorities were 
given power to make those grants under 
various headings, as follows :— 


(a) A lump sum grant per house. 

(b) An annual payment for a period of not 
more than twenty years to the person by 
whom the rates were payable. 

(c) Periodical payments to a_ building 
society or other body or person (including the 
local authority) of a part of the amounts due 
in respect of interest and redemption charges 
on advances made for the building of a house 
or for the purchase of a new house, the 
building of which within the prescribed 
period was approved by the local authority. 

He had been informed bv the Ministry of 
Health that approval had been given under 
the 1923 Act for the erection of the follow- 
ing :— 

33,782 houses by local authorities. 
60,280 houses by private enterprise. 
This seemed to him a surprisingly satisfac- 
tory result considering the short time during 
which the Act had been in operation, and he 
thought it was particularly advantageous to 
find that over 60,000 houses had already been 

erected by private enterprise. 

Sir Charles Ruthen, the Director-General of 
Housing at the Ministry of Health, had stated 
that the houses authorised under the 1919 
Act were now practically completed. The 
total number erected under that Act, and 
under the Housing (Additional Powers) Act 
of 1919, would reach approximately 220,000. 
During the year ended September 30, 1993. 
77,630 houses were completed, of which 
25,289 were built by local authorities and 
25,350 by private enterprise; of the latter. 
39.150 were houses not exceeding an annual 
rateable value of £26; 11,550 had a rateable 
value of between £26 and £52, and only 1,650 
had a rateable value of between £52 and 
£78. The majority of the dwellings erected 
by private enterprise were “ five-roomed "’ 
houses. 

Tn referring to the great shortage of skilled 
labour in the building industry, Sir Charles 
Ruthen drew attention to the fact that the 
numerical strength of the operatives has de- 
creased by 50,000 in the last 12 months. 

These were the principal Acts which had 
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become law, but it was extremely valuable to 
consider various suggestions for legislation 
which had been discussed from time to time, 

The most important °f those proposals wag 
the Compulsory Enfranchisement of Lease. 
holds. As they were probably aware, the 
system of granting leaseholds which was gs 
common in London and in many other dis. 
tricts in England, had frequently been the 
subject of attack, mainly because there ap- 
peared on the face of it to be a certain 
amount of injustice for one man to build g 
house and another man, at the end of the 
lease, to acquire possession of it without pay- 
ment. 

There were certain advantages of lease- 
holds which were more apparent to the in. 
dependent observer than to a person with an 
active interest in propecty. For example, the 
examination of a number of cases proved 
that the state of repair of leasehold property 
was, on the whole, considerably above that 
of similar freehold property, particularly with 
regard to small houses. It also transpired 
that the granting of leases more or less en- 
sured the rebuilding of property once every 
120 years or so, so that there was a con- 
stant tendency to destroy obsolete and un- 
satisfactory houses and o replace them with 
modern houses suitable to the new environ- 
ment and to the changing ideas of the public. 
The leasehold property wa. much more cer. 
tain to be brought up to date than freehold 
property, and although thie might be disad- 
vantageous to certain individuals, it is un- 
doubtedly beneficial to the community. 

The next proposal, which was of long 
standing, and had recently been revived, 
was the taxation or rating of vacant building 
land. This had some sort of analogy with 
the proposals of the Lloyd George Act of 
1909, which endeavoured tv secure the incre- 
ment value of building iand for the supposed 
benefit of the community. It was open to 
the grave objections which had actually oc- 
curred in the previous case, and which eventu- 
ally led to the repealing of the Act. 

The recent legislation in connection with 
finance had, by creating » high Income Tax 
on unearned income, taxed ground rents 
much more heavily than any proposal ‘o levy 
upon them a charge for the loca! rates, and 
in some cases 25 per cent., in other cases 
as much as 60 per cent., of the ground rent 
was now taken by the Exchequer. 

A further proposal had been made that 
empty houses should oe taxed or rated, with 
a view of inducing the owners to let. Here 
they were on ground which was extremely 
difficult because if, as some asserted, houses 
were purposely kept on the market in order 
that a high rent might be obtained, it was 
purely an incident in the progress of the 
housing problem. In pre-war days roughly 
10 per cent. of the houses in the country were 
permanently vacant, and this was quite & 
big enough margin to keep rents constantly 
at the lowest possible figure. 

It would be seen that since 1909 a large 
number of efforts had been made to solve the 
housing problem or to solve sections of it by 
means of legislation. One of the primary 
difficulties of the whole question was the fact 
that they were still living with the tradition 
of uneconomic rents created in the days when 
we were primarily an agricultural people. 

The great ally of the town-planning scheme 
was the development of transport, and the 
solution of the housing problem was un- 
doubtedly closely connected with this very 1™- 
portant factor in modern life. Without trans 
port they could not solve the housing problem. 

In conclusion, Mr. “ennett said the study 
of legislation on housing was extremely in- 
volved, very extensive, and by no means 
easy. He had endeavoured to indicate briefly 
the directions in which past legislative efforts 
had been made, and to refer to their results. 
He sincerely hoped .nr uture legislation 
would not be taken in hand without verr 
fnll and complete consultation with those pro- 
fessional and business m: who had had 7 
deal with the problem of the erection © 
economic houses. 
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NATIONAL FEDERATION 
OF BUILDING TRADE 
EMPLOYERS, 


Annual Dinner. 


Mr. W. H. Nicwotts (President) occupied 
the chair at the annual dinner of the National 
Federation of Building Trades Employers of 
Great Britain and Ireland, held at the Hotel 
Victoria, Charing Cross, on Tuesday last. 
Some 300 members and guests were present, 
including Mr. Henry Matthews (Senior Vice- 
President), Mr. E. J. Partridge (President, 
Society of Architects), Mr. A. J. Forsdike, 
Mr. John M. Theobald, F.S.I., Mr. John 
Good (Past President), Mr. James Petrie 
(President, Institution of Structural En- 
gineers), Mr. W. T. Nicholls, Mr. Jno. 
Croad, Mr. Fred G. Hodges (Hon. Trea- 
surer), Mr. E. P. Bovey (President, South- 
Western Federation), Mr. F. R. Ackroyd, 
Mr. J. M. Macfarlane (President, North- 
Western Federation), Mr. G. A. Hewitt 
(President, Midland Federation), Mr. W. C. 
Walker (President, South-Western Federa- 
tin), Mr. J. Carse (President, Northern 
Counties Federation), Mr. I. J. Chorley (Pre- 
sident, South Wales Federation), Mr. G. A. 
Coulson (President, National Association of 
Shopfitters), Mr. 8. Smethurst, Mr. J. P. 
Cox (Vice-Chairman, National Allied Build- 
ing Trades Employers), Mr. C. E. Campbell, 
Mr. W. Scott (President, Institute of 
Plumbers), Mr. J. E. Chadwick (President, 
National Association of Master Plasterers), 
Mr. G. A. G. Robertson, Mr. W. Sharratt, 
Mr. Stanley Miller, Mr. Henry T. Holloway 
(President, London Master Builders’ Associa- 
tion), Mr. Roland B. Chessum, Mr. Frank 
Cowlin, Mr. C. H. Long, Mr. E. Quibell, Mr. 
B. Talbot, Mr. T. Howarth, Mr. J. H. 
Barker, Mr. G. A. Hotter, Mr. E. J. Strange, 
Mr. R. A. Costain, Mr. J. G. Mallett, F.S.I., 
Mr. G. J. Aldous, Mr. E. C. Desch, Mr. 
A. J. Thomas, Lic.R.I.B.A., Mr. P. C. 
Culver, Mr. A. H. Adamson, Mr. G. §&. 
Roberts, Mr. A. B. Falkner, Mr. A. J. 
Thomas, Lic.R.I.B.A., Mr. M. W. Matts, 
Lic.R.I.B.A., Mr. R. J. Senecal, A.R.I.B.A., 
Mr. F. Thorne, Mr Ernest J. Brown (Direc- 
tor of the London Master Builders’ Associa- 
tions. Mr. G. M. Burt, Mr. R. J. Holliday, 
Mr. PF. W. Loasby, Mr. P. W. Cox, Mr. 
FP. H. Smith, Mr. A. 8. Grunspan, 
A.M.Inst.C.E., Mr. L. Stanley Crosbie, 
FILB.A., Mr. A. G. White (Secretary), 
Mr. F. A. Wall (Assistant Secretary), Mr. 
A. Legge. J.P. (Organiser), and Mr. W. J. 
Rudderham (Secretary, London Master 
Builders’ Association) . 

After the loyal toasts had been honoured. 
Mr. B. Marraews proposed ‘‘ The Architects 
and Surveyors.” In the course of his remarks 
he said that toast was a very important one, 
and they were very glad to have architects 
Present on that occasion. Builders were 
always very pleased to meet architects—in 
act, it was their business to do so! But 
they always had in mind that there were 
architects and architects—some architects. 
‘ortunately very few, might be put on a 

black list,” and builders warned to have 
nothing to do with them; they were, how- 
ever, very pleased to be associated with the 
Majority of architects in the erection of the 
wonderful modern buildings which were being 
built. He thought architects might very well 
form a “ Committee for the Removal of Signs 
on Buildings and Other Monstrosities,”’ a 
committee for the refinement of public taste. 
and to bring into the minds of the public a 
better conception of the beautiful. They 
might also have a publicity committee through 
_— architects could draw public attention 
~ some of the things which disfigured the 
eautiful city of London. What @ mon- 
“trosity was that bridge at Charing Cross— 
owever could any community ever have per- 
mitted such a thing to come into existence ? 
'y it shonld be permitted to continue passed 


the comprehension of all who had any thought 
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and consideration for the amenities of London. 
They looked to architects to be censors of 
anything of that kind, to agitate for the re- 
moval of existing monstrosities, and prevent 
the erection of such things in the future. 

In responding for the architects, Mr. EK. J. 
ParTripGe congratulated Mr. Matthews on 
the fact that he would shortly be taking the 
office of President of the Federation. The 
signs which disfigured so many buildings in 
London offended the eyes of architects as 
much as the eyes of builders, and he 
was hopeful that the Fine Arts Commission 
which had been set up  recently—partly 
through the offices of the Society of Archi- 
tects—would have a good effect in that direc- 
tion; they would all like to see those horrible 
signs done away with. With regard to a 
publicity campaign with the object of re- 
moving the signs, he thought such a pro- 
ceeding was highly undesirable, because it 
was exactly what the owners of the signs 
wanted; he would certainly like to see them 
done away with, but with as little publicity 
as possible. 

Mr. J. M. Teosanp responded on behalf 
of the quantity surveyors. 

The toast of ‘‘ The National Federation of 
Building Trades Employers was proposed by 
Mr. Jonn M. Macrartang, who said _ the 
North-Western Federation had done a great 
deal for the building trade, and, incidentally, 
for the public. In the past builders were 
generally forced to sign a form of contract 
which was nothing less than a surrender of 
soul, but owing to the energies of the National 
Federation that was a thing of the past. 
Owing to the efforts of those who comprised 
the National Federation, that time was past 
and they had now obtained at least an equit- 
able form of contract. Sometimes, however, 
they found the equity was seasoned with 
other qualities, and that the equity had almost 
disappeared, and their rights had disappeared 
in their obligations. But they were making 
progress, and they trusted the day was not 
far distant — in fact, he thought that day 
had actually dawned—when they would have 
a form of contract which would leave nothing 
to be desired on the part of the building 
owner, architect, or the builder. The Federa- 
tion had dealt with many other things besides 
the form of contract. It had carried out 
negotiations with the operatives, and they 
now boasted of possessing an organisation 
which could meet the operatives on almost 
equal terms. Perhaps it was not too much 
to hope that with the perfecting of the organi- 
sation at no distant date they would find the 
operatives and employers meeting on equal 
terms. The Federation had been of benefit 
to the building owner, the architect, and the 
quantity surveyor, as well as the builder. The 
present position of the Federation had entailed 
a great deal of work, and the industry was 
enormously indebted to those who had borne 
the major portion of that labour. In con- 
clusion, he paid a tribute to the work of Mr. 
Nicholls during his term of office. 

In responding, Mr. Nicnoris thanked those 
present for the way in which they had re- 
ceived the toast. The Federation had, he 
said, difficult times in front of it in the near 
future. The most difficult problem at the 
present moment was that of attempting to 
make the small amount of labour they had 
at their disposal meet the enormous demand 
on the industry of the country. The diffi- 
culty at present of solving the labour problem 
would require all the assistance the Federa- 
tion could give to its members, and the Feder- 
ation was determined, so far as lay within its 
power, to meet the case both now and in the 
future. The Federation realised that only by 
doing that could it rightly perform its func- 
tions: with the co-operation of every one of 
its members the Federation would do its 
utmost to meet the difficult position now con- 
fronting it. Touching on the housing prob- 
lem, he said the builders were not behind 
any other members of the community in their 
sincere desire to see that the housing needs 
of the country were met. Hitherto they had 
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carried that responsibility for the community, 
and but for the interference of statesmen who 
did not know the serious issues they were 
playing with, the building industry would 
have met it up to to-day. The only thing 
which prevented builders from providing 
houses was that politicians interfered with 
businesses they did not understand. The 
country needed houses, and the industry was 
going, at great cost if need be, to meet those 
needs. They believed that the socialisation of 
the industry was the wrong way to meet the 
case. As a Federation it stood for every 
one of its members having complete liberty to 
carry on his business. The housing problem 
could best be met by private enterprise. They 
also believed that the whole of the industrial 
needs of the country, which called for fac- 
tories and other buildings, must go forward at 
the same time as the building of houses. To 
attempt to shut down the industrial and com- 
mercial requirements of the country in order 
to allow the housing needs to be met was not 
a method which the National Federation 
would approve. They agreed that houses 
were necessary, and were prepared to do all 
in their power to build them, but other work 
must not be stopped in order to allow houses 
to be built. All types of buildings were neces- 
sary for the proper development of the 
country, and the Federation said with no un- 
certain voice that workers should not be with- 
drawn from commercial buildings and trans- 
ferred to housing. There were workers and 
materials for the better class of work, but the 
situation would not be met by closing down 
one class of work in order to proceed with 
another. 

The toast of ‘‘ The Ladies '' was proposed 
by Mr. A. J. Forspixe and responded to by 
Sm H. McoLaveatin. 

‘‘ Our Guests,’’ proposed by Mr. Frep G. 
Hopces, was responded to by Mr. C. E. 
Campretrt, and Mr. W. Scorr. 


then 


PAINT IN WINTER. 


It is of interest to note that the National 
Federation of Associated Paint, Colour and 
Varnish Manufacturers of the United Kingdom 
has taken energetic action in regard to the 
question of painting during the current year. 

It is rather surprising, in view of the fact that 
surfaces, if painted in time, have very much 
longer life, that a false economy of delay is so 
often practised. ' 

There is a saying “It is not worth while 
spoiling the ship for a ha’porth of tar.” Apart 
from the question of tar, however, the majority 
of ship-owners are seldom guilty of spoiling their 
ships for the lack of paint. It is usually a 
auestion of paint, paint, and yet more paint. 
O.1 the other hand building owners do not 
always seem to realise the ultimate economy 
of a protective coat of paint on ironwork. 

If all master painters, decorators, and others 
interested co-operated in urging the public to 
put painting work in hand in winter, both the 
decorators and the public would be benefited. 
After all, there is no logical reason why, from 
a strictly utilitarian point of view, 50 per cent. 
at least of painting should not be done in the 
winter. Better results can usually be guaran- 
teed now than later on in the year when trade 
is so much busier. Aa 

Is the attitude against painting in the winter 
a question of “ prejudice ” ? 





—_— 
i id 


House Building in Vienna.) 

The Vienna Corporation has decided to build 
5,000 houses annually for five years, and private 
initiative is also to the fore. For the latter 
“every man his own house’’ seems to have 
become the accepted motto, and the idea is being 
realised, both in rows of houses, semi-detached 
or double houses, and one-family houses. For 
the advancement of this movement the Govern- 
ment and the city of Vienna have granted(a 
credit of 60,000,000,000 Austrian Kr.  Legis- 
lation is gradually being modified so as to remove 
existing impediments for national evolution, 











314 


YX THE BUILDER & 


| Fepruary 22, 1924 


THE SCOTTISH BUILDER: 


HOUSING IN SCOTLAND. 


‘Tue number of houses completed in Scotland 
at the end of last year numbered 21,087 under 
the Act of 1919; under the private subsidy 
scheme, 2,319 ; under the slum clearance scheme, 
208. The houses under construction were 
2,914; and under slum clearance, 1,143. Capt. 
Walter Elliot, late Under Secretary to the 
Scottish Board of Health, has, in a letter 
to the press, analysed the financial side of 
the Government’s new housing proposals. 
The rent at which houses are to be let is now 
wiven at 9s. a week, inclusive of rates, which for 
Scotland works out, less rates, at about £15 12s. 
a year. Such a house costs £500. The debit 
balance would thus demand a_ subsidy of 
approximately £20 a year for sixty years. The 
annual payment would be £30, or a total expense 
of £600, equal to a cash-down payment of 
£378 a house. Captain Elliot regards the new 
proposals as contemplating a payment per 
house, five times greater than that approved of 
last year. “It lias been suggested that two 
million houses are to be built. This means an 
annual addition to the taxes of forty millions 
a year for sixty vears, or sixty millions for 
twenty-six years.” 

Mr. Climie, Socialist M.P. for Kilmarnock, 
said recently in the House that he hoped that 
the Minister of Health and the Secretary for 
Scotland would make it plain that they were not 
gxoing to allow houses to be built of a smaller 
size than two bedrooms, a living room, a kitchen, 
and a bath-room. Doubt had been thrown on 
the Prime Minister’s statement that it was 
intended to build houses at £500. That it could 
be done he knew from personal knowledge. The 
last contract given this year in Kilmarnock was 
for thirty houses, eighteen of them with three 
bedrooms each; and twelve with two bed- 
rooms each, with living room and scullery. 
The average price for these houses in open 
contract was £440 “all in.” They were being 
built by a private builder on the £6 subsidy, 
and the Council had been able to fix rents of 
£24 for the three-roomed houses, and £27 for 
the four-roomed houses. At this rate they had 
been able to bring out a balance sheet showing 
that they would lose only £12 13s. 5d. a year 
on the thirty houses for the first twenty years. 
At a conference in Edinburgh on housing, with 
one or two exceptions, the delegates were in 
agreement in urging that two-apartment houses 
were requisite in existing circumstances, and 
that a density of 24 houses to the acre for slum 
reconstruction schemes was too low. Examples 
were given to show that the density of some 
areas which were being cleared now was up to 
200 houses to the acre. These houses were 
meant for old-age pensioners, single women, 
and young married couples without families. 
Sir Henry Keith pointed out that £500 houses, 
to be let at 9s. a week, inclusive of rates, which, 
according to the Prime Minister, was to be the 
key of the Government's housing policy, would 
involve a subsidy of £20. Mr. Stewart, Under 
Secretary for Health, said that 61 per cent. 
of the total houses in Scotland were one or two- 
apartment houses, and that 47 per cent. of the 
population were living in these houses. Council- 
lor Allan pointed out, after the conference, that, 
if a three-roomed scheme is insisted on, it means 
that the loss will run to from £12 to £15 a house 
per year, for twenty years, to be paid by the 
community. 


Oe © 
HOUSING STANDARDS. 


On February 18, Dr. A. K. Chalmers, Medical 
Officer of Health, Glasgow, lectured at the Gold- 
smiths’ College Lecture Hall, New Cross, on 
this subject. Sir William J. Collins, Chairman of 
the Chadwick Trustees, was in the chair. 

Fr Dr. Chalmers, in the course of his lecture, 
contrasted housing customs in England and Scot- 
land, and referred to the initial difficulty in 
use of terms. A*tenement in Scotland was 


usually a building of three or four stories, with 
each floor divided into two or three or more 
houses; in England, as a rule, the terms were 
reversed—the whole building was the house and 
the separate occupancies were the tenements. 
As a common term, the house might be regarded 
as the accommodation required for home and 
family life. When this complex was broken 
and the house was “ made down” to accom- 
modate several families, the primary services 
water supply, drainage, ventilation—originally 
designed for one family, were all modified and 
frequently impaired. As a rule, the house in 
England had more rooms than the house in 
Scotland, but the rooms of the house in Scotland 
tended to be usually larger. The one-apartment 
house was a common feature of Scottish housing. 
It combined the functions of the living-room, 
seullery and bedroom. Sculleries were not com- 
mon in small houses in Scotland until recent 
housing schemes. 

As to the question of standards, the Housing 
Acts and building regulations defined them in 
a degree. The primary requirements of healthy 
housing were obviously a pure water supply 
and an adequate system of refuse removal. 
Absence of these was commonly associated with 
other defects in the construction of the house, 
its design and relationship to other buildings. 
The Housing Act of 1890 focussed and amplified 
earlier legislation. Building regulations were 
complementary to the clearance of insanitary 
areas. Among other purposes they were in- 
tended to prevent over-building of sites and to 
provide free circulation of air and adequate 
lighting of rooms. The width of the street in 
relation to height of buildings facing it was an 
important factor. 

The inflexibility of building regulations was 
often a drawback, and the desire in New York 
to adapt them to the needs of particular areas 
by a system of “ districting’ showed that this 
was the case in other countries as well as here. 
The orientation of streets in relation to available 
sunlight was an important feature of town 
planning. There was an advantage in streets 
running diagonally with the cardinal points of 
he compass. 


NEW BUILDINGS IN 
SCOTLAND. 


Glasgow.—Hovusrs.—The Corporation has 
been recommended to accept tenders for the 
erection of houses at Crossmyloof, at a total 
cost of £67,256, and also at Whitefield-road and 
Brand-street, Govan, at a total cost of £41,127. 


Johnstone.—Hovusrs.—The 1T.C. is for. 
warding a proposal to the B.H. which it has 
under consideration, for the erection of 100 
houses. 

Alloa.—Hovsrs.—The Dean of Guild Court 
has passed plans for a house in Queen-street for 
Mr. W. McMillan, Calcutta, and for four blocks 
of houses at Ashley-terrace, for the T.C. Each 
block consists of four houses. 

Ayr.—Hovses.—The Dean of Guild Court 
have passed the following plans:—R. W. 
Hutchison, builder, two houses in Falkland 
Park-road, at a cost of £1,200; H. H. Mills, 
house at Doonfoot-road, at a cost of £1,600; 
Quintin Clark, joiner, two houses at Bellesley- 
hill-road, at a cost of £1,490. 

Bridge-of-Allan.—Dwr.uines.—The T.C. has 
passed plans for alterations at Craigievar, Hen- 
derson-street, submitted by Bell & Harvey, 
architects, Stirling. The building will be con- 
verted into two dwellings. 

Aberdeen.—Batus.—The T.C. has passed 
plans for new buildings, including four houses, 
and the total estimated cost is £4,500. The 
Corporation Links and Parks Sub-Committee 
are to ask for powers to borrow £100,000 for the 
erection of baths. 

Renfrew.—Orrice.—The B.H. has approved 
of the plans for the new Board offices. 

New Elgin.—Hovsrs.—The Moray C.C. has 
now decided to erect a house for the sanitary 
inspector at New Elgin. 

Lochgelly.—Hovsrs.—Various works required 
in erecting 40 houses at Dundonald, for the 
Lochgelly Tron & Coal Co., also for forming 4 
new street there. Schedules can be obtained 
from Mr. A. D. Haxton, architect, Leven. 








BUILDING TRADE WAGES IN SCOTLAND." 


Tus following are the present rates of wages in the building trade in the principal towns of 
Scotland. Every endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, but we cannot be responsible for errors 


that may occur :— 












































| Car- Brick. | oa 
Masons.| Brick enters,| Plas- | Slaters.| Plum- |Painters.| Masons’ layers ter 
layers. | Joiners.| terers. bers Labourers. 
i 
| 
Aberdeen ........ 1/7 1/84 1/74 1/8 1/7 1/7 1/43 1/0 
BE scnesc'cese 1/74 1/74 | 1/7 | 1/8 1/7 1/7 1/6 1/2 
Alexandria ........ af 1/7} | 4 iat 1/8 1/7 qe 1s 4 
pS 1/7% 1/6 1/ |; lf 1/ - 
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eee. puaends iff 1/7} | at is il? if 4. [gto 2 
wa ..........| if 1/74 | 1/7 | 178 1/7 1/7 1/6} 1/2} 
Coatbridge ........ | 1/7 1/74 | 1/7} | 178 1/7 1/7 1/6} 13 
mbarton ...... 1/7 1/7 1/74 1/8 1/74 1/74 1/6 1/2 
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17 | 7 fa Ys 
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EE iin) teks cone | aj? 1/7 1/74 | 1/8 1/7 1/7 1/8} | He 
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otirlingshire( Eastern 172 
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THE BUILDING TRADE: 
THE TWO DEMANDS. 





Mr. John FE. Yerbury, Lic.R.1.B.A., 
writes :-— 

Srr,—The article by “A Building Contractor” 
in your issue for last week strikes a sympathetic 
note which encourages me once more to return 
to the question of the revival of the Industrial 
Council for the Building Industry, with a re- 
formed constitution. 

I know I shall be called all sorts of names 
and be told that I don’t know what I am 
writing about; but I will face that music 
because the time is opportune, and because I 
know that your correspondent does not stand 
alone in the ranks of contractors in his desire 
to reach a settlement of disputes by saner 
methods than those of the past. 

Notwithstanding the reaction»y employer 
and the revolutionary worker, I ieel that the 
majority (on both sides) desire agreement, and 
would arrive at a settlement of all disputes if 
a properly constituted authority could be 
established by agreement, and in your paper 
(March 27, 1914) I made a suggestion for the 
establishment of a conciliation board, with 
representatives of the public nominated by the 
representatives of employer and employed. 

Since that time I have advocated the taking 
up of the Foster Report as a basis for discussion 
(to be told this was arrant nonsense). But if 
the new Minister of Health is successful in his 
negotiations with regard to “ dilution,” and we 
are to set out on new schemes with guarantees 
against unemployment, surely it is a good time 
for men of influence on both sides to try once 
more the round table conference with the 
purpose of re-establishing the Building Trade 

Parliament. 

I do not follow your correspondent’s figures, 
but presume he means that having fixed a 
minimum hourly wage at 10 per cent. higher 
than the present hourly wage, piece rates are 
to be fixed for all work; the piece rate to be 
higher than the time rate in every case. If the 
cost (labour) is less than the piece rate the 
difference is to be shared, i.e., the employee 
would take 50 per cent.; if it cost more the 
employer would lose. 

Example.—Minimum wage Is. 8d. + 10 per 
cent. = Is. 10d. per hour. A piece of work 
taking average man 12 hours to complete on 
present records would be rated at, say, 10 per 
cent. on present cost, viz., 22s. + 2s. 2}d. = 
24s. 2\d. If completed in 10 hours, the labour 
cost would be 18s. 4d., a saving of 5s. 10d. on 
piece rate, of which the employer would receive 
2s. 11d. This might add 20 per cent. to 33$ per 
cent. to wages, and at the same time reduce 
cost to the consumer by 10 per cent. if the 
whole industry can agree upon fixed rates for 
all work. 

The difficulty is to fix a rate in the building 
trade where men work in gangs, and gangs 
are frequently broken by one or more men 
being taken from the particular work in hand. 
Piece rates are easy enough in the shops, but 
] have never seen a suggestion which would work 
in practice on the job. 

Except in big business, it is the same with 
profit-sharing schemes, and even in co-partner- 
ship schemes in the building trade only those 
in constant employ of the same firm—a minority 
—can share, unless the industry is dealt with 
as a whole, 

A detailed statement of your correspondent’s 
suggestion would be of great interest. 


———_, 
— 





Building Wages. 


tor tn anal Wages and Conditions Council 

ployers naire mae Industry, composed of em- 
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RATES OF WAGES IN THE BUILDING TRADE, 


The following are the rates of wages in the building trade in England and Wales. Every 


endeavour is made to ensure accuracy, but we cannot be res 


ponsible for errors that may occur :— 
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For rates of wages in the Building Trade in Scotland, see page 314). 
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YX THE BUILDER 


CONTRACTS, COMPETITIONS, &c. 


For some contracts still open, but not included in this List, see previous issues. Those with an asterisk 


are advertised in this number. Certain conditions beyond those given in the 
are imposed in some cases, such as that advertisers do not bind themselves to accept the 


information 
t or any 


tender ; that a fair wages clause shall be observed ; that no allowance wil] be made for tenders: and 
that deposits are returned on receipt of a bona-fide tender unless stated to the contrary. saaic 

The date given at the commencement of each paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or the names 
of those willing to submit tenders, may be sent in ; the name and address at the end is the person from whom 
or place where quantities, forms of tender, &c., may be obtained. 


BUILDING AND PAINTING. 


FEBRUARY 23.—Aberystwyth.—_Two VILLAS.—Erec- 
tion of two villas for Mr. T. W. Powell at Brynymor- 
road, Aberystwyth. Mr. J. Lewis Evans, architect, 
21, Great Darkgate street, Aberystwyth. 

EBRUARY 23, — Bradford.— Houses. — Erection 
of the following houses in accordance with the con- 
ditions stated. Housing Scheme, No. 10, Thornton: 
36 houses, Class “A”; 44 houses, Class “ B.” 
(1) Contractors may tender for separate trades or for 
the whole of the work in all trades complete; (2) the 
tenders shall be based upon fixed prices for labour and 
materials, City Architect, Town Hall, Bradford. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Crostwick.—-NEW WoORKSHOPS.— 
For erection of new workshops at Stanninghall Farm 
Colony, for the Norfolk Joint Sanatorium Committee. 
Messrs, A. F. Scott & Sons, 24, Castle Meadow, 
Norwich. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Doncaster.— LOOSE BoxEs.—For the 
erection of 32 loose boxes, &c., on land adjoining Belle 
Vue, forthe T.C. Mr. R. E. Ford, Race Department, 
3, Priory-place, Doncaster. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 23,—Ebbw Vale.—WoOrK AT SCHOOLS.— 
For jobbing work at schools for one year, for U.D.C. 
Mr. P. L. Davies, Surveyor to the Council, District 
Council Offices, Ebbw Vale. Deposit £1, 

FEBRUARY 23,—Stainceliffe.—PAINTING, &c.—For 
redecorating inside of chapel and class rooms for the 
Trustees, Mr. W. Sykes, 11, Hillend-terrace, Kill- 
pinhill-lane, near Dewsbury. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Dewsbury.—PAaINTING.—For pain- 
ter’s and decorator’s work at the public library and 
baths, Wellington-road, for the T.C. Borough Sur- 
veyor, Town Hall, Dewsbury. 

‘EBRUARY 25,—Edinburgh.—HovusEs.—-For erection 
of following houses, for the T.C.: (1) Gilmerton, 24 
houses; (2) Longstone, 4 houses. Messrs, Murray & 
Baird, 50, George-street, Edinburgh. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Enniskillen.— BAKERY.—Erection of 
bakery, for Messrs. G. Whalley & Sons. Mr. J 
Donnelly, architect, Enniskillen. 

FEBRUARY 25,—France.—CEMETERY CONSTRUCTION, 
—Construction of approximately 30 cemeteries in 
France. Contract 1924. 8. Secretary (Works Dept.), 
Imperial War Graves Commission, 82, Baker-street, 
London, W.1. Deposit 15 guineas. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Gloucester.—ScuooLs.— Erection 
of proposed new Northgate Council Schools, for the 
Gloucester Education Committee. Mr. Walter B. 
Wood, A.R.1.B.A., 12 Queen-street, Gloucester. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Hemsworth.—Hovses.—Erection 
of 50 houses and the construction of roads and sewers 
at Grimethorpe, near Barnsley, for the R.D.C. Mr. 
W. T. Lineham, Architect, Union Offices, Hemsworth, 
near Pontefract. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Heswall.—ExTENSIONS.—For cx- 
tensions to the Sanatorium, Heswall, for the West 
Derby Board of Guardians. Mr. Ernest B. Bailey, 
F.8.1., 9, Cook-street* Liverpool. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Hin¢cley.—Hovses.,—Erection of 
houses on the Housing Site, Atherton-road, for the 
U.D.C. Mr. O. P. Abbott, architect, Council Off -:, 
Hindley. Deposit £3 3s. 

FEBRUARY 256,—Kirkealdy.—Hovuse.—Erection 0: 
house for sanitary inspector.for the District Committee, 
Mr. G. P. Deas, Architect, Central Chambers, Kirkcaldy. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Leith.—Scnuoo_.—For erection of 
new elementary school, James-place, Leith, for Edin- 
burgh E.C. Mr. J. M. Johnston, architect, 47, Char- 
lotte-street, Leith. 

FeeRUARY 25,— Liverpool. — ALTERATIONS,—For 
alterations to operating department, Smithdown-road 
Institution, for the West Derby B.G@. Mr. Ernest B. 
Bailey, F.8.1., 9, Cook-street, Liverpool. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 26,—London.—GENERAL WORKS AND 
REPAIRS.—Execution of general works and repairs 
(including jobbing works), exclusive of works of a 
mechanical character, to sewers, engine houses, build- 
ings, bridges, subways, tunnels, dc., under the super- 
vision of the Chief Engineer of the London County 
Council, on a schedule of prices for a contract for 
12 months commencing April 1, 1924 Chief Engineer, 
Old County Hall, Spring-gardens, 8.W.1. Deposit £3. 

FEBRUARY 25.—London, W.— Nurses’ Home 
EXTENSION.—Extension of the Nurses’ Home at the 
St. Marylebone Hospital, Rackham-street, W.10, for 
the B.G. of St. Marylebone. Messrs. Constantine «& 
Vernon, architects, 82, Mortimer-street, W., 
posit two £1 Treasury Notes. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Pontefri@:, &c.—ALTERATIONS AND 
VILLAS.—(1) Additions to their Head Office in Ponte- 
fract, for the South Kirby, Featherstone & Hemsworth 
Collieries Co., Ltd.; and (2) a pair of semi-detached 
villas, Wakefield road, Purston. Messrs. Garside & 
Pennington, architects, Pontefract. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Salford.—Hovuses.—Erection of 38 
houses and flats on Littleton-road housing estate, for 
the T.C. Mr. C. Swain, architect, 12, Exchange- 
street, Manchester. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Sheffield.—ALTERATIONS.—For al- 
terations, including new bookcases and fittings at the 
Lee mag Branch Library,forthe'1.C. Mr. F. E. P. 
Edwards, City Architect Coa Hall, Sheffield. 


FEBRUARY 26,—Sheffield.— Pain TING.—For external 
and internal painting at the Tramways Depot, Shore- 
ham-street, for the T.C. Mr. F. E. ,. 

Architect, Town Hall, Sheffield. 


Edwards, City 


FEBRUARY 25.—Shiney-row.—HovusEs.—Erection of 
18 houses at we and 39 at Fence Houses, for 
the Lambton & Hetton Collieries Co. Architect's 
Office, Philadelphia Lime Depot. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Various Towns.—PAINTING, &c.-— 
For cleaning and repainting bri , Station buildings, 
&c., at the following places :—(6) Woofferton, Tenbury, 
&e.; (7) Kington, Dolyhir, &c.; (8) Much Wenlock. 
Presthope, «c., for the Great Western Railway Co. 
Engineer, Shrewsbury Station. 

FEBRUARY  25,—Worthing.—SHELTERS.—Erection 
of four glazed shelters on the ne-parade, Worthing, 
for the B.C. Borough Surveyor, Municipal Offices, 
Worthing. Deposit £1 Is. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Aylesbury.—PUMPING STATION.— 
For coastruction of pumping station and sewage tank 
in reinforced concrete, for the T.C. Mr. Wm. Harold 
Taylor, Borough Engineer, Town Hall, Aylesbury. 

_ FEBRUARY 26.—Barnsley.—Hovsrs.—For the erec- 
tion of four houses in Barnsley. Mr. A. P. Haigh, 

16, Western-street, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 26,— Belvedere.—Post OFFICE.— Erec- 
tion of a branch Post Office at Belvedere, for the 
Commissioners of H.M. Office of Works. Contracts 
Branch, H.M.O.W., King Charles-street, London, 

-W.1. Deposit £1 1s. (Cheques payable to the 
Secretary.) 

FEBRUARY 26.—Dublin.—RESTORATION.—For restor- 
ation of station buildings at Bennett’s Bridge, Durrow, 
Molahiffe and Gortatlea, for the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Co. Chief Engineer, Inchicore, 
Dublin. Deposit £1 1s, each contract, 

FEBRUARY 26,—Leeds.—HOUSE, &C.—Erection of a 
house for the Superintendent of Parks and of a block o 
conveniences at Roundhay Park, for the T.C. + We 
t Ree City Engineer, Municipal Buildings, 

eeds. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Liverpool.—FIRE STATION, &0,— 
Erection of fire station and firemen’s dwellings, &c., for 
the T.C, Steward and Surveyor (Architectural Dept.), 
Municipal Buildings, Liverpool. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 26,— E.3.—BUILDING AD- 
DITIONS, &c.—Building of a_ nurses’ dining-room, 
alterations and additions, and redecorations at St. 
Andrew's Hospital, Devon’s-road, Bow, E.3, for the 
Managers of the Poplar and eo Sick Asylum 
District, St. Andrew’s Hospital. essrs. Andrews & 
Peascod, architects, 135, Bow-road, E.3. Deposit £3. 

FEBRUARY 26.—London, N.W.6.—DkE0ORaTION, 
STEAM HEATING AND LIGHTING.— Decoration of certain 
buildings at the Municipal Hospital, Brentfield-road, 
Neasden, for the Willesden U.D.C. Mr. F. Wilkinson, 
M.Inst.C.E., Engineer to the Council, Town Hall, 
Dyne-road, Kilburn, N.W. 6. 

FEBRUARY 26,.—Newton-in-Makerfield.—Hovusrs.— 
For erection of 40 type “A” houses at the South 
Mesnes, Earlestown, for U.D.C. Mr. J. Elston, 
Market Chambers, Earlestown. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Ashford._BUILDING.—For the erec- 
tion of a brick-built incinerator at its Hampden Farm 
Refuse Depot, for the U.D.C. Wm. Terrill, 
surveyor, 5, North-street Ashford, Kent. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Beimont (Surrey).—GIRDER 
(Woop) AND FLOORING.—Repairing wood girder 
and relaying wood floor at Belmont Institution, 
Belmon:, Surrey, for the Metropolitan Asylums Board. 
Office of the Board, Victoria-embankment, E.C. 4. 
Deposit £1, 

FEBRUARY 27.—Celbri 
cottages, for the R.D.C. 
Offices, Celbridge, Lreland. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Gloucester.— REPAIRS, &0,—For the 
execution of ordinary works and repairs at the build- 
ings in charge of H.M. Office of Works in the Gloucester 
District. Contracts Branch, H.M. Office of Works, 
King Charles-street, 8.W.1. Deposit 10s, 6d. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Harwich.—DrEssine Boxes, &0,— 
For erection of dressing boxes and incidental works at 
the bathing pool on Dovercourt beach, for T.C. q 
A = French, Borough Surveyor, Harwich. Deposit 
£2 28. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Hove.—Hovses.—Erection of 
90 houses in Ingram-crescent and Bolsover-road, Hove, 
for the B.C. of Hove. Borough Surveyor’s Office, 
Town Hall, Hove. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Huddersfield.—Hovusk, &c.—For the 
erection of house and shop at Station-road, Skelman- 
thorpe. Messrs. J. Berry & Sons, architects, 3, Market- 
place, Huddersfield. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Kent.—U NDERGROUND COAL 
STore.—An additional underground store, for 
the Upper Boiler House, at the Southern Hospital, 
+ age Kent, for the Metropolitan Asylums Board. 
a the Board, Victoria-embankment, E.C. 4. 

sit £1, 

EBRUARY 27.—Leyburn.— WaALLS.—For erection of 
boundary walls, entrance gateway, tool house aud 
pene, for new cemetery at Wemsley, for R.D.C. 

. Foss Robinson, pa ge 

FEBRUARY 27.—London, S.W.10.—CLEANING AND 
PAINTING.—Cleaning and painting work at St. George’s 
Home, Milman-street, Chelsea, 8.W. 10, for the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board. Office of the Board, Victoria- 
embankment, E.C.4. Deposit £1. 

FEBRUARY 27.—London, S.W.17.—-ADAPTATION 
eee a oo RA —— os x 

tchen, clothing store, «c., er 
ways, yard and roadway, &c., at Tooting Bec Mental 


.—Hovuses.— Erection of 29 
. F. Shortt, Clerk, Council 
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ey Tooting, S.W.17, for the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board. Office of the Board, Victoria-embank- 
ment, E.C.4. Deposit £1. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Lowestoft.—HoOspiITaL.—Erection 
ofa gate lodge at St. Luke’s Hospital, Kirkley Cliff-road, 
Lowestoft, for the Metropolitan Asylums Board. 
Office of the Board, Victoria emba ent, E.C.4, 


= £1, 

EBRUARY 27.—Marshland.—HovusEs.—For the erec- 
tion of four houses in pairs at Little London, Terrington, 
St. Clement, for the R.D.C. Mr. W. Dymoke White. 
rs “me Paradise Chambers, King’s Lynn. Deposit 
£1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Northwich.—PAINTING.—For paint- 
ing and onan & dwelling-houses at Rudheath 
Park, for the R.D.C. Mr. J. Birtwistle, surveyor, 
Bank Chambers, Winnington-street, Northwich. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Rochdale.— PAINTING —For external 

ainting of 22 houses, forthe T.C. Borough Surveyor, 

ochdale. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Barnsley.—CHURCH.—For the addi- 
tions to St. George’s Church, Barnsley. Messrs. Wade 
& Turner, 10, Pitt-street, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 28,—Barnsley.—HovusEs.—For the erec- 
tion of two semi-detached houses, Keresforth Hall- 
road, Barnsley. Mr. F. Birkinshaw, 30, Pogmoor- 
road, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Greenwich.— H ovusEs.— Erection 
and completion of 48 houses in two sections on the 
Chariton Housing Estate, completion of Site No. 3, 
under the supervision of the Council’s Architect. Town 
oe Department, Town Hall, Greenwich. Deposit 
£2 2s, 

FEBRUARY 28,— Hereford.— STATION SORTING 
OF¥FICE.—Erection of a station sorting office, for the 
Commissioners of H.M. Office of Works. Contracts 
Branch, H.M.O.W., King Charles-street, London, 
8.W.1. Deposit £1 1s. (Cheques payable to the 
Secretary.) 

FEBRUARY 28,—London, S.E.—BUILDING ADDI- 
TIONS.—Additions to laundry and provision of drying- 
horses, &c., at the Bermondsey and Rotherhithe Hospi- 
tal, Lower-road, Rotherhithe, 8.E., for the Guardians 
of the Parish of Bermondsey. Mr. Henry H. Reeve, 
Clerk, Guardians’ Offices, 283, Tooley-street, 8.E.1, 
between 10 a.m. and 12 noon on February 18, 19, 20 
and 21,1924, Deposit £5 Bank of England Note. 

FEBRUARY 28,—Saltash.— ALTERATIONS.— For altera- 
tions and renovations at the Guildhall, for the T.C. 
Borough Surveyor, Guildhall, Saltash. posit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 23,—Wakefield.— WORKSHOPS.—Supply 
of 17 sectional wood womens, for the West Riding 
C.C. Health Committee, est Riding Architect, 
County Hall, Wakefield. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Barnsley.—BUNGALOW.—For the 
erection of a bungalow, Smithies-lane, Barnsley. Mr. 
N. A. Whitham, Chronicle Buildings, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 2Y.—Barnsley.—REBUILDING.—For the 
rebuilding of ‘‘ Needlewood,” Barasley. Mr. P. A. 
Hinchliffe, 14, Regent-streect, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Barnsley.—SuHOPS AND OFFICES.— 
For the erection and completion of the proposed shops, 
offices, &c., Regent-street South, Barnsley. Mr. C. F. 
Moxon, Regent-street South, Barnsley. a 

FEBRUARY 29.—Clevedon.—DEMOLITION.—For the 
removal of chimney-stack at the old water works, for 
the U.D.C. Town Surveyor, Madeira-road. Clevedon. 

FEBRUARY 29.—Doncaster.—PAINTING.—For paint- 
ing the exterior and part of the interior woodwork, Ac., 
of the Poor Law Institution Buildings at Balby, dc., for 
the Board of Guardians. Mr. H. M. Marshall, Clerk, 
Union Oftices, Nether Hall, Doncaster. 

FEBRUARY 29.— Ely.—Hovsrs.—Erection of 20 
houses on “ The Mews” Housing Site, for the Ely 
U.D.C. Contractors are invited to tender for the 
whole or part of the above, including drains, paths and 
fences. Mr. W. McKelvie, Architect and Surveyor, 
City Surveyor’s Office, Ely. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 29.—Hants,—REPAIRS AND MATERIALS. 
—Works contract from March 17, at the oo 
mentioned, address of Royal Engineers’ Office, Marl- 
borough Lines, North Aldershot, Hants (station, 
Sandhurst), including Arborfield Cross, in the aa 
Aldershot Royal Engineer District of the Aldersho 
Command. Above-named Royal Engineer. _ ‘ 

FEBRUARY 29.—Peterborough.—Houses.—For he 
erection of 16 houses on the Grange-road Estate, for the 
T.C. City Surveyor, Broadway, Peterborough. 

sit £1 1s. 

ae 29.—Selkirk.—Hovses.—For the erection 

of three blocks of four houses each, at Goslawdales, 


.C. Deposit £1 1s. . 
meant 29. Willington.—Hovsks.—Erection for 
the Brancepeth and Oakenshaw Aged Miners nome 
Committee of nine cottages and a reading room at % 
Hall-terrace, Willington. Architects, Messrs. 4 
Plummer and W. Cummings, Engineer's Depart meat, 
Brancepeth Colliery Owes, Wi ington, Durham. 

MARCH 1,—Abersychan.—HOUvSES, «C.—For erec ins 
for the Abersychan U.D.C., 54 dwelling-houses on the 
Manor-road site, and for construction of necessary 
roads and sewers. Mr. W. T. Springall, Co-operative 
Wholesale Society, Ltd., St. Mary-street, Cardiff. 4 

MARCH 1,—Builth.— Briper.—For widening -_ 
strengthening six-arch masonry bridge and approac - 
for the Breconshire and Radnorshire County om 
Mr. W. L. Harpur, County Surveyor, County Offices, 

it £2 28. 
“ce pa iff. —MoRTUARY.—For erection of ° 
mortuary at Ely Lodge Institution, for the Board h. 
Guardians. Messrs. Willmott «. Smith, architects, 
4, Park-place, Cardiff. Deposit £2 2 4 ae tle 

Mark 1.—Denbigh.— ALTERATIONS.— _ 
tions ee Gnome ee Church, near Denbigh. 
Specifications at Voe! Gaer, Fron, Denbigh. 

Marcy 1.—Lostwi jiel.—CoTTaGE3.—For the oe 
tion of four pairs of cottages, for the Lostwithie! 
Building Syndicate. Mr. E. Brown, Secretary, Pen 

, Lostwithiel. 
_ 1.—Romsey.—Hovse.—For building omall 
house, at Whitenap, near Romsey. Mr. Georg’ 
Symes, Lond View, Winchester-road, Romsey. 








oe 
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% MARCH 3.—Eastbourne.—CHALET, &C.—For the 
erection of a tea chalet and shelter at Holywell, for the 
c.B. Borough Engineer’s Office, Town Hall, East- 
pourne. Deposit £1 1s. 

% MARCH 3.—Hendon.—HovseEs.—Erection of 44 
houses and 8 flats at Kingsbury-road, West Hendon, 
forthe U.D.C. Mr. A. O. Knight, A.M.I.C.E., Engineer 
to the Council, Town Hall, Hendon, N.W.4. Deposit 
£3 3s. 

x MarcH 3.—London, S.W.1.—DECORATIONS AND 
Repairs.—Painting i.uternal woodwork, papering 
walls, whitening ceilings, &c., and repairs to four 
cottages, situated at the Council’s western pumping 
station, Grosvenor-road, Pimlico, 8.W.1, for the 
L.c.c. Chief Engineer, the Old County Hall, Spring 
Gardens, 8.W.1. Deposit £1. 

Marcu 3.—Neweastle-on-Tyne.—For Contract No. 
2, in connection with banqueting hall and additional 
bedroom, Station Hotel, being all trades except steel- 
work, for the L. & N.E. Railway. Mr. Stephen Wilkin- 
son, architect, North-Eastern Area, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. 

‘Marcu 3.—Plymouth.—Erection of 27 houses, con- 
taining 54 flats, at Prince Rock. Form of tender, copy 
of bills of quantities, block plan, may be obtained, 
and conditions of contract, plans, and specification 
seen at the office of the undersigned, on and after 
19th inst. Tenders sealed and endorsed “ Tenders 
for erection of flats, Prince Rock,” together with all 
documents, &c., be delivered to Town Clerk, Municipal 
Offices, Plymouth, not later than 10 a.m. on March 3 
next. A deposit of £2 2s. will be required to be refun- 
ded on receipt of bona fide tender and return of plan 
and all documents. The Council do not bind them- 
selves to accept the lowest, or any, tender. Mr. J. 
Wibberley, Borough Engineer and Surveyor, Municipal 
Offices, Plymouth. 

Marcu 3.—St. Andrews.—HovsES.—Erection of 50 
houses at St. Mary’s-street site, forthe T.C. Mr. Wm. 
Watson, Burgh Surveyor, Town Hall, St. Andrews. 
Deposit £1 Is. 

Marcu 3,—Sheffield.—SvuB-STATIONS.—Erection of 
(a) transformer sub-station in Greystones-road, and 
(6) transformer sub-station in Sheldon-road, for the 
T.C. Mr.8. E. Fedden, General Manager, Commercial- 
street, Sheffield. Deposit £1 1s. each contract. 

Marcu 3.—Truro.—ALTERATIONS.—For proposed 
additions and alterations to Truro Wesleyan College. 
Mr. A. J. Cornelius, architect, Truro. 

*xMaRcH 3.—West Ham.—PaINTING, &C.—For re- 
pairing and painting the exteriors of various schools 
for County Borough of West Ham Education Com- 
mittee. Mr. John H. Jacques, Lic.R.I.B.A., architect, 
61, West Ham-lane, Stratford, E. 15. Deposit £1. 

Marcu 4, — Aldershot. — Houses. — Erection of 
eight blocks of four houses, thirty-two in all, at Alder- 
shot Park Housing Scheme No. 2, for the Borough of 
Aldershot. Borough Surveyor’s Office, Municipal 
Buildings, Aldershot. Deposit 45. 

Marcu 4.—Barking.—Hovses.—Erection of about 
59 houses on the Eastbury Estate, Ripple-road, Barking, 
for the Barking U.D.C. Council’s Architect, Mr. C. J. 
Dawson, F.R.I.B.A., Clock House Chambers, East- 
street, Barkiag. Deposit £5. 

Marcu 4.—Hornsey, N.6.—BUIL ING EXTENSION. 
—Erection of an extension to the Electricity Works, 
Hornsey, comprising new converter house, switch 
room, offices, &c., for the T.C. of the Borough of 
Hornsey. Mr. E. J. Lovegrove, Borough Engineer 
and Surveyor, Town Hall, Highgate, N.6, on any 
morning between 10 and 12 o’clock. 

MarCH 4.—Wombwell.—FLoors.—Construction and 
erection of movable floors over the swimming ponds at 
the Public Baths, for the U.D.C. Surveyor, Town 
Hall, Wombwell. Deposit £1 1s. 

*MARCH 4.—Woolwich—WarR DEPT. CONTRACT 
FOR REPAIRS AND MATERIALS.—For Artificers’ Works 
Contract from April 1, 1924, for Ist and 2nd Divisions 
in Woolwich R.E. District. Commanding Royal 
Engineer, Woolwich District, Royal Engineer Office, 
New-road, Woolwich, S.E. 18. 

Marcu 5.—Bletchley.— CoTraGEs.—For the erection 
of 20 cottages in Western-road, for the U.D.C. Mr. 
Zohn Chadwick, Architect, Bletchley, Bucks. Deposit 

2s, 


March 5.—Hindley. — PUBLIC ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL.— Architects and surveyors are invited to sub- 
nit terms for the preparation of plans, specifications, 
quantities, &e., for the erection of a public elementary 
school (approximate accommodation, 450) at Hindley 
Green. Mr. I. C. Pharaoh, Secretary for Education, 
Education Dept., Council Offices, Hindley, endorsed 

Architect.” 

MARCH 5,—Hove.—JOBBING WoRK.—For steel 
masonry and jobbing work for one year, for the T.C. 
Mr. H. H. Scott, Borough Surveyor, Hove. 

*xM ARCH 5.—London, S.E.— FLAG STAFF.—Provision 

and fixing of a new 40 ft. flag staff complete at the 
Chief Station of the London Fire Brigade, Southwark 
Bridge-road, 8.E., for the L.C.C. _ Architect, County 
Hall (Room No. 3), Westminster Bridge, 8.E. 1. 
*MArcH 5.—Salford—OLp PEOPLE’s HoMES.— 
Erection of old people’s homes at Hope, Pendleton, 
near Manchester. Comprising administrative block, 
Pehl wards, &c., and six pavilions to accommodate 

0 persons, for the Salford B.G. Mr. E. H. Inchley, 


Clerk to the Guardians, Poor Law Offices, Eccles New- 
Toad, Salford. Deposit £2 2s. 
MARCH 5.— Wolsingham.—Hovsr.—Erection of a 


house for the Medical Superintendent at Holywocd Hall 
Albert be olsingham, for the Durham C.C. _ Mr. 
Durham, rookes, County Engineer,? Shire Hall, 
} * Marcy 6.—Edinburgh.— Hovusrs.—Proposals from 
building firms for the erection of from 800 to 1,000 
anuses, mainly of three apartments with scullery, bath, 
Cit allother usual appointments. Director of Housing, 

.Y Chambers, Edinburgh. Deposit cheque for five 
gulneas sterling, 
cott ARCH —-6.—Epsom.—CorraGes.—Erection of 

nraees on the following sites : Scheme 1, Winkworth 
iene 'D nstead, 20 cottages; Scheme 2, Canons- 
Meadow Ft ae p20 cottages; Scheme 3, Pound 
I ing cham, -D.CS 
Housing Act, 1923, cottages, for the Epsom R.D.C. 


‘ THE BUILDER 


Marcu 6,—Lanchester.—CONVENIENCES.—Erection 
of public conveniences at Craighead and Burnhope, for 
the R.D.C. Mr. J. R. Lupton, Surveyor, Council 
Offices, Lanchester. 

*MarRCH 7.—Canterbury.—ADDITIONS.--For the 
completion of two new blocks of buildings and other 
works in connection therewith at the Mental Hospital, 
Chartham Downs, near Canterbury, for the Kent 
County Mental Hospitals’ Committee. Mr. W. J. 
Jennings, architect, 4, St. Margaret’s-street, Canter- 
bury. Deposit £10. 

MARCH 7.—Manchester.—CONVERSION.—For the con- 
version of the Isolation Ward into a Discharge Ward at 
Monsall Hospital, for the T.C. City Architect, Town 
Hall, Manchester. Deposit £1 1s. 

MARCH 7,—Manchester.— ExTENSION.— For extension 
to kitchen block, Baguley Sanatorium, for the T.C. 
City Architect, Town Hall, Manchester. Deposit £1 1s. 

Marcu 8.—Carmarthenshire——NEW ScHOOL.—For 
erection of a new elementary school to accommodate 
300 pupils at Gorslas, for the Carmarthenshire Educa- 
tion Committee. Mr. W. Vincent Morgan, Architect, 
County Offices, Carmarthen. [Note.—Names of in- 
tending tenders to be submitted by February 23 ; 
quotations to be returned by March 8.] 

%* MARCH 8.—Derbyshire.—THE WILLIAM HOLMES’ 
ALMSHOUSES.—Erection and completion of six alms- 
houses at Greenwich, Ripley, Derbyshire, for the 
Ripley U.D.C. Mr. G. W. Bird, C.E., Town Hall, 
Ripley, Derbyshire. Deposit 10s. 6d. 

%* MarCH 8.—Reading.—Hovses.—Erection of 26 
houses on the Shinfield-road Housing Site, for the 
Town-Planning Committee of the County Borough of 
Reading. Housing Architect, Old College Buildings, 
St. Laurence’s Churchyard, Reading. 

*MarRCcH 10.—London, S.W.—BUILDINGS AND 
CoTTaGEs.—Erection of administrative buildings and 
12 cottages in Pleasance-road, on the Roehampton 
Estate, Putney, 8.W.15, for the L.C.C. Architect to 
the Council, The County Hall (Room No. 3), West- 
minster Bridge, S.E.1. Deposit £2, to Cashier. 

MARCH 10.—Walsingham, Norfolk.—-COTTAGES.— 
Erection of 20 cottages at Briston, Norfolk, tor the 
Walsingham R.D.C. Mr. W. O. Humphery, Surveyor, 
Fakenham, Norfolk. 

MARCH 11.—Bingley.—FLOoRING.—For re-boarding 
floors at Mornington-road School, for the West Riding 
E.C. Education Dept., County Hall, Wakefield. 

%* MARCH 11.—Bognor.—P.0., &c.—For the erection 
of a Post Office and Telephone Exchange at Bognor, 
Sussex, for the Commissioners of H.M. Works, &c. 
Contracts Branch, H.M. Office of Works, King Charles- 
street, London, 8.W.1. Deposit £1 1s. 

MARCH 11.—Ecclesfield Lound.—HvutT.—Erection and 
adaptation of Army hut at Ecclesfield Lound Council 
School, for the West Riding E.C. Education Dept., 
County Hall, Wakefield. 

MARCH 11,—Kirkburton.—Hovuskr.—Erection of a 
detached residence at the Storthes Hall Mental Hos- 
pital, Kirkburton, near Huddersfield, for the West 
Riding Mental Hospitals Board. Mr. W. E.H. Burton, 
Architect, Wakefield. Deposit £1. 

MarRCH 11.—Maltby.—ScuHoo.t,—Erection of school 
for 800 children, for the West Riding E.C. Education 
Dept., County Hall, Wakefield. 

Marcu 11.—Stanley Outwood.—BaTHRooM.—Erec- 
tion of bathroom for teacher’s house, for the West 
Riding E.C. Education Dept., County Hall, Wake- 
field. 

%* MarcH 12.—Bedford.—TELEPHONE EXxCHANGE.— 
For the erection of a Telephone Exchange at Bedford, 
for the Commissioners of H.M. Works, &c. Contracts 
Branch, H.M. Office of Works, King Charles-street, 
8.W.1. Deposit £1 1s. 

MarcH _113.— Ashton-in-Makerfield.—ScnooL.—For 
the erection of a Council School of semi-permanent 
construction, for 500 scholars, at Ashton-in-Makerfield, 
near Wigan, for the Lancashire E.C. Mr. Henry 
Littler, County Architect, 16, Ribblesdale-place, 
Preston. Deposit £2. 

%* MARCH 13,—Willenhall.—ALTERATIONS, &C.—For 
alterations and extensions to Willenhall Post Office, 
Staffs, for the Commissioners of H.M. Works, &c. 
Contracts Branch, H.M. Office of Works, King Charles- 
street, London, 8.W.1. Deposit £1 1s. 

MaROoH 14.—Crompton.—SconooL.—For the erection 
of a Council school for 350 scholars at Crompton, near 
Oldham, for the Lancashire E.C. Mr. Henry Jittler, 
County Architect, 16, Ribblesdale-place, Preston. 
Deposit £2. 

%* MARCH 19.—Evesham.—HovsEs.—Erection of 26 
houses (with other work incidental thereto) on their 
site near King’s-road, Bengeworth, Evesham, under 
the provisions of the Housing Acts, for the T.C. of the 
rome of Evesham. Borough Surveyor (Mr. J. 
Abbott), Town Hall, Evesham. Deposit £2 2s. 

No Date.—Aberdare.—THREE BUNGALOWS.—For 
erection at Abernant, Aberdare, of three bungalows, for 
the Powell Duffryn Coal Co., Ltd. Mr. G. Kenshole, 
M.S.A., 30, Charles-street, Cardiff. Deposit £3 3s. 

No Date.—Bradford.—ExTENSION.—For extension 
at Hind-street Dyeworks, Bradford. Mr. Horace E. 
Priestley, architect, 4, Bertram-road, Manningham. 

No DatTEe.—Brynamman.—HALL, &c.—For the erec- 
tion of a public hall and institute at Brynamman. 
Sir Charles T. Ruthen & Co., Bank Chambers, Heath- 
field-street, Swansea. Deposit £2 2s. 

No Datre.—Leeds.— REBUILDING.—For the rebuild- 
ing of the Old George Inn, Garforth Bridge. Mr. W. P. 
Peters, architect, 89, Albion-street, Leeds. 

No DatTe.—Petersfield.—FLOoRING.—Supplying and 
laying about 200 sq. yds. pitch-pine wood-block flooring. 
Estate Office, Bedales, Petersfield. 

No Date.—Port Talbot.—BuNGALOW.—For erectiof 
of a bungalow at Port Talbot. 38, Abbey-road, Port 
Talbot. 

No DaTe.—Rawmarsh.—HovsEs.—For the erection 
of 10 houses, for the U.D.C. Mr. J. A. Tonge, Sur- 
veyor, Parkgate, Yorks, W.R. Deposit £2 2s. 
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* No DATE.—Streatham Hill.—FLAts.—Erection ot 
a terrace of thirty-four flats on the Leigham Courf 
Estate, at Streatham Hill, for the Artisans’ Labourers’ 
& General Dwellings Co., Ltd. Architect, Chief Offices 
of the Company, 1, Cromwell-road, South Kensington. 

No DaTE.—Trimdon Grange.—HOMES.—For the erec. 
tion of eight aged miners’ homes at Trimdon Grange- 
Jas. Stones, architect, Sedgefield, Ferryhill. 

* No DaTE.—Wembley, Middlusex.—CHuURCH.—-Erec- 
tion of the new Wesleyan Church at Wembley, Middle- 
sex, for the Trustees. Mr. A. E. Lambert, architect, 
28, Park-row, Nottingham. Deposit £2 2s. 

No DaTE.—Wyke.— W Ak EHOUSE.— Erection of ware- 
house, Wyke. Mr. T. L. Dixon, architect, Bowling 
Old-lane, Bradford. 


FURNITURE, MATERIALS, etc 


FEBRUARY 23.—Diss.—MATERIALS.—Supply of road 
materials, for U.D.C. Mr. A. Cooper, Surveyor, 9, 
Market-place, Diss, Norfolk. 

FEBRUARY 23,—Earby.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
granite, limestone, tarred slag, refined tar or other 
spraying compounds to the U.D.C. Mr. Jas. E. 
Aldersley, Surveyor, Council Offices, Earby. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Harrogate.—MATERIALS,—For high- 
ways materials, for one year, to the T.C. Mr. C. E. 
Rivers, Borough Engineer, Harrogate. 

FEBRUARY 23.—North Walsham.—Tar, &0.—Supply 
of 16,000 gallons of tar or bituminous compounds and 
400 tons of grit, for U.D.C. Mr. W. Morris, Surveyor 
to the Council, Bacton-road, North Walsham. 

FEBRUARY 23,—Paddington.—MATERIALS.—Supply 
of stores and materials for one vear, for B.C. Borough 
Treasurer, Town Hall, Paddington, W.2. Charge 
28. 6d. per schedule (22). 

FEBRUARY 23.—Pembroke.— ROAD MATERIALS, &0,— 
For ry to R.D.C., for 12 months as from April 1 
next, of highways materials for parishes of Castlemartin 
and St. Mary Out-Liberty, Tenby. Also provision 
of team labour. Mr. F. 8. Jones, Clerk, Main-street, 
Pembroke. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Woking.—Tar.—Supply of 8,000 
gallons of dehydrated tar. Mr. G. J. Wooldridge, 
Surveyor, Woking. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Alfreton.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
slag, granite and tar to the U.D.C. Mr. R. F. Ward, 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Alfreton. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Barnsley—ASHBINS.—Supply of 
1,000 regulation ashbins, for the T.C. Sanitary 
Inspector, Pontefract-road, Barnsley. 

FEBRUARY 25,—B tairs.—MATERIALS.—Supply 
of dehydrated tar, crude tar, crushed pebble, granite 
chippings, to the U.D.C. Mr. H. Hurd, Surveyor, 
Pierremont Hall, Broadstairs. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Chelmsford.—MAaTERIALS.—Supply 
of road and other materials to the R.D.C. Mr. L. A. 
Cozens, Surveyor, Waterloo-lane, Chelmsford. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Feltham.—Tar.—Supply of 20,000 
gallons of tar to the U.D.C. Mr. H. W. A. Carter, 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Feltham. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Flaxton.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
broken slag and: broken whinstone and tar, cr tar com- 

unds to the R.D.C. Surveyor, 3, Rowan-avenue, 

ew Earswick, York. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Haywards Heath.—MATERIALS.— 
Supply of 11,000 gallons of tar or tar compounds, for 
U.D.C. Mr. G. Plummer, Surveyor, Urban Council 
Offices, Haywards Heath. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Hertford.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
broken granite, slag, limestone, gravel, sand, lime, tar, 
&c., to the T.C. Borough Surveyor, The Castle, 
Hertford. 

FEBRUARY 25,—TIlford—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
various materials for six months to the U.D.C. Mr. H. 
Shaw, Surveyor, Town Hall, Ilford. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Islington.—VEHICLES.—Supply of 
two electric dust-collecting vehicles with tipping bodies 
and four horse-drawn street watering vans. Super- 
intendent, Cleansing Department, Liverpool-road, N. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Lewisham.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
stores and materials for one year, for B.C. Borough 
Surveyor, Town Hall, Catford, 8.E.6. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Mutford.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
granite, flint gravel, slag, path shingle, &c., to the 
R.D.C. Mr. H. Blewitt, Council Offices, Oulton Broad, 
Lowestoft. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Penarth.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
mountain limestone road metalling and gravel and 
basalt or granite gravel, to the U.D.C. Mr. Edgar I. 
Evans, Surveyor, Offices, Penarth. 

FEBRUARY 25.— Radcliffe.— MATERIALS. — Road 
materials, street castings, &c., for the U.D.C. Mr. W. 
L. Rothwell, Surveyor, Offices, Radcliffe. 

FEBRUARY 25.— Rhondda.— PA VING.—Supply of 1 ,000 
yds. of artificial paving, to the U.D.C. Mr. E. Taylor, 
Surveyor, Pentre, Rhondda. 

FEBRUARY 25.—St. Marylebone.—MATERIALS.— 
Supply of tools and ironmongery, «c., to Highwa 
Dept. of B.C. Mr. J. Gair, Engineer, Town Hall, 
Marylebone-road, N.W. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Watford.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
materials to the T.C. Mr. D. Waterhouse, rough 
Engineer, Municipal Offices, Watford. 

EBRUARY 26.—Belfast.— REFUSE BINS.—Supply of 
3,000 galvanised steel refuse bins, for the T.C. City 
Surveyor, Belfast. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Dover.—TArR.—Supply of 10,000 
gallons tar to Road Board Specification, and 12,000 
gallons proprietary tar, to the T.C. Mr. Wm. Smith, 
Borough Engineer, Maison Dieu House, Dover. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Fleet.—Tar MacapamM.—For 200 
tons of tar macadam, for the U.D.C. Surveyor, Fleet, 
Hants. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Hadleigh.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 

anite, tar macadam andtartothe U.D.C. Surveyor, 

adleigh, Suffolk. 

FEBRUARY 26. — Hailsham. — MATERIALS, — For 
supply of granite, limestone and flints to the R.D.C. 
Mr. G. B. Fairchild, Surveyor, Hailsham. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Hertford.—_-MATERIALS.—Supply. of 
road and other materials to the T.C. Borough Engi- 
neer, Hertford. 
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FEBRUARY 26,—Henley.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
flints and gravel and sand for tarspraying, to the 
R.D.C. Mr. R. O. Gooby, Surveyor, 12, Hart-street, 
Henley-on-Thames, 

FEBRUARY 26.—Leyton.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
materials gn services, forthe U.D.C. Surveyor, 
Town Hall, Leyton. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Maidstone.—FENCING.—Supply of 
16,000 5-ft. cleft chestnut spiles and 400 6-ft. by not 
less than 3 in. dia. chestnut posts, to the Kent C.C. 
Mr. P. W. Cox, Chief Agricu tural Officer Sessions 
House, Maidstone. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Rothwell.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
=, whinstone, slag, hard York setts and pavors, 

, kerbs, &c., to the U.D.C. Surveyor’s Dept., 
Council Offices, Rothwell, near Leeds. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Sleaford.—MATERIALS.—Supply to 
the U.D.C. of granite and crushed gravel. Mr. J. W. 
Bell, Clerk, 27, Carre-street, Sleaford. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Warminster.—MATERIALS.—Supply 
of roadstone and tartothe R.D.C. Mr. R.M. Lapham, 
Surveyor, Warminster. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Caistor.—MATERIAIS.—Supply to 
the R.D.C. of granite, slag, clean chips, tarred chs and 
refined tar. Surveyor, Council Offices, Caistor. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Manchester.—CuHatrs.—Supply of 
1,000 or more collapsible garden chairs to the T.C. 
General Superintendent, Parks, &c., Dept., 38-40, 
oe Manchester. 

EBRUARY 27.—Smethwick.—MATERIALS—Supply of 
various materials to the T.C. Mr. Alex. Hosken, 
Borough Engineer, Council House, Smethwick. 

FEBRUARY 27, — Southwark. — MATERIALS, — For 
supply of stores and materials for B.C. Mr. P. H. 
Grey, Town Clerk, Town Hall, Walworth-road, 8.E.17. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Twickenham.—MATERIALS.—For 
supply of materials, for six months, to the U.D.C. 
Mr. F. W. Pearce, Surveyor, Town Hall, Twickenham. 

FEBRUARY 27,—Wortley.--MATERIALS.—Supply of 
various materials to the R.D.C. for one year. m 
Thurlby, Surveyor, Grenoside, Sheffield. 

FEBRUARY 28,—Hampton.— MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road and other materials to the U.D.C. Mr. 8. H. 
Chambers, Surveyor, Public Offices, Hampton, Middle- 
sex 


FEBRUARY 28,—Hoylake.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road materials, cast-iron pipes, reinforced concrete 
pee, Oe. to the U.D.C, Surveyor, Town Hall, 

oylake. 

VERAUARY 28.—Chertsey.— MATERIALS.—Supply of 
tarred macadam, broken granite and gravel, to the 
R.D.C, Capt. H. Beency, Surveyor, West Byfleet. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Canterbury.—MATERIALS.— Suppl 
of road and other materials to the T.C. Mr. P. H. 
Warwick, City Surveyor, Canterbury. 

FEBRUARY 29,.—Hatfield.—Tar.—Supply of refined 
tar to the Herts C.C. Lt.-Col. A. E. Prescott, County 
Surveyor, Hatfield. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Merton.—MATERIALS.—Supply to 
the U.D.C, of road and other materials. r. C. J. 
Mountiaeld, Clerk, Offices, Kingston-road, Merton, 


FEBRUARY 29,—Ossett.—MATERIALS.—For supply 
of materials, stores, workmen's tools, &c., for one year, 
for T.C. Borough Surveyor, Town Hail, Ossett, 

FEBRUARY 29.—S .— MATERIALS.— 
Supply of road and other materials to the T.C. Mr. 
Robert H. Dyer, Borough Engineer, Southend-on-Sea. 

FEBRUARY 29.—Stafford.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
granite slag and refined tar to the R.D.C. re w. 
Blackshaw, Surveyor, 3, Crabbery-street, Stafford. 

FEBRUARY 29,.— Upholland,. — MATERIALS, — For 
road and other materials, for one year, for U.D.C. 
Mr. A. Hunt, Clerk, Upholland, Lancs. 

FEBRUARY 29.— Whitefield —MATERIALS.—Supply of 
granite, macadam, setts, chippings, kerbs, flags, 
earthenware pipes. ironwork, &c., to the U.D.C. 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Whitefield. 

FEBRUARY 29.—Wrexham.— MATFRIALS.—Supply of 
road and other materials to the T.C. Mr. Jno. Eng- 
land, Borough Surveyor, Wrexham. 

FEBRUARY.— Westminster.— MATERIALS, &0.— For 
works and *upplies, for the Westminster C.C. Mr. 
<one Mesh, Town Clerk, City Hall, Charing Cross-road, 


MARCH 1,—Cardiff.—MATERIALS.—Supply of road 
materials, tools, aten, and general ironmongery, 
to the R.D.C. Mr. William Farrow, Surveyor, 20, 
Park-place, Cardiff. 

MARCH 1,— Chailey.— MATERIALS.— Supply of 
ee, flints, tar, &c., to R.D.C. Mr. R. P. Cheale, 
urveyor, West-street, Lewes. 

MARCH 1,—East Retford.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
broken slag, screenings and tar to R.D.C. lerk, 1, 
Leverton-road, Retford. 

Marcu 1,—Glamorgan.—MOUNTAIN LIMESTONE.— 
For supply of (1) mountain limestone and team labour 
to the Cardiff R.D.C. during the year ending March 31, 
1925, in the following parishes: Bonvilstone, Laver- 
nock, Leckwith, Lisvane, Llancarfan, Lianedarne, 
Lianiiterne, Llanfedu, Llantrithyd, Michaelston-le-Pit, 
Pendoylan, Penmark, Peterstone-super-Ely, Porth- 
kerry, Radyr, Rhydygwern, Rudry, St. Andrews, St. 
Brides, St. Fagans, St. Georges, St. Lythans, St. 
Nicholas, Sully, Van, Welsh St. Donatts, Wenvoe, 
Whitchurch ; limestone to be delivered direct to roller 
or to depots as prescribed; (2) supply of tarred nut 
gravel and stone delivered to depots in the various 

rishes; and (3) supply of tools, castings and general 
ronmongery. Mr. William Farrow, 20, Park-place, 
Cardiff. 

Marcu 1.—Goole.—MATERIALS.—Supply to the 
R.D.C. of whinstone, slag tarmacadam refined tar, &c. 
Mr. R. Plewes, Surveyor, 4, Belgravia, Goole. 

MARCH 1.—Hampton Wick.— MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road materials and tar to the U.D.C. Mr. Harold 
esos, Clerk, Council Offices, High-street, Hampton 

ick. 

MARCH Yay yy of high- 
way materials to the West Lancashire. R.D.C. Mr. R. 
Rosbotham, Surveyor, Town End, Ormskirk. 

MaRCcH peo hee 


n, sand and pea gravel to the R 
dge, Surveyor, Rayleigh, Essex. 
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MARCH 1,—Rochford.—Tar.—Supply of 50,000 
gallons of tar, forthe R.D.C. Mr. A. C, Madge, Ray- 
leigh, Essex. 

Marcu 1.—South Shields —MATERIALIS.—For the 
supply of various materials to the T.C., for six or nine 
months. Mr. F. P. Sissons, Borough Engineer, Town 
Hall, South Shields. 

MARCH 1.—Weymouth.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road materials to the R.D.C. Mr. A. J. Haxworth, 
Surveyor, Wyke Regis. 

Marcu 3.—Bulkington.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
broken granite to the U.D.C. Surveyor, Offices, 
Bulkington. 

MARCH 3.—Dunstable.— MATFRIALS.—Supply of tar- 
red slag, dry slag, and tar, to the T.C. Mr. 8. F. Wil- 
kins, Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Dunstable. 

MARCH 3.—Ealing.— MATERIALS.—Supply of various 
materials for the public services, for the T.C. Mr. W 
R. Hicks, Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Ealing. 

MARCH 3,—East Ham.—MATERIALS.—For supply of 
various materials to the T.C. Town Clerk, Town Hall 
East Ham. 

MARCH 3,—Middlesbrough.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road and other materialstotheT.C. Mr.S. E. Burgess, 
Borough Engineer, Middlesbrough. 

MARCH 3,—Rhondda.—MATERIALS.—Supply of white 
lump lime, acid, firebricks and retorts, silica bricks, 
oils, &c., to Gas Dept. Mr. O. Thomas, Manager, 
Gas Offices, Pentre, Rhondda. 

MARCH 3.—Stoke-on-Trent.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
stores to Gas Dept. Gas Engineer, Stoke-on-Trent. 

MARCH 3.—Westhoughton.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road and other materials to the U.D.C. Mr. G, Hayes, 
Surveyor, Town Hall, Westhoughton. 

MARCH 4,—Belfast.—STORES.—Supply of stores for 
one year to the Tramways Department. General 
Manager, Belfast. 

MARCH 4.—Chelmsford.—CEMENT.—Supply to the 
Joint Sewerage Committee of the Chelmsford Urban 
and R.D. Councils of 1,500 tons of best English Portland 
cement. Borough Engineer, Chelmsford. 

MARCH 4,—Leeds.—MATERIALS.—Supply of mater- 
lals, to the Tramways and Highways Dept., for one 
year. Mr. G. B. Hamilton, Commercial nager, 1, 
Swinegate, Leeds. 

MARCH ee anon at of road 
and other materials to the U.D.C. Mr. R. Radcliffe, 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Padiham. 

Marcon 5,—Cardiff District—REFUSE REMOVAL, £0, 
—For hire of horses to the Cardiff R.D.C. for scavenging 
wagons in the district of Whitchurch and removal of 
refuse, &c., in 15 different districts specified; whole 
or part of work may be contractedfor. Contracts 1 to 6 
Mr. Evan Jones, “ Cartref,” Mill road, Tongwynlais, 
Nos. 7 to 11 Mr. William Lewis, 8, Palace road, Llan- 
daff; and Nos, 12 to 16 Mr. William Morgan, Cwm, 
Millbrook-road, Dinas Powis. 

MARCH 5,—Dunblane.—MATERIALS.—Supply of road 
and other materials, general stores and ironmongery 
to the Perthshire C.C. Mr. W. L. Gibsou, Roa 
Surveyor, Dunblane. 

* MARCH 5,—Hove.—Svuprty OF SToRES, &c.— 
Supply of various stores and execution of various works, 
hire of horses, carts and drivers, &c., during the year 
commencing April 1 next. Borough Surveyor (Mr. 
H. H. Scott), Town Hall, Hove. 

Marcu 5.—King’s Lynn.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
ironmongery, oils, colours, packing, brushes, &c., to 
the T.C. Mr. J. C. Matthew, Borough Surveyor, 
King’s Lynn. 

MARCH 5,—King’s -- oe wee of 
road materials to the T.C. Mr. J. C. Ma thew 
Borough wprenes, Town Hall, King’s Lynn. 

MARCH 5.— don, S.W. 11.— MATERIALS, &0,— 
Tenders are invited for the following from April 1 next, 
for three, six and twelve months: (1) Supply of 

ints, &c.; (2) supply of special paints, enamels, &c. ; 
3) supply of painters’ sundries ; (4) supply of varnish, 
&c.; (5) supply of bricks, cement, lime, &c. For 
twelve months: horse hire for the Battersea B.C. 
Mr. Edwin Austin, Town Clerk, Town Hall, Batter- 
sea, 8.W. 11. 

Marcu 5,—Smaliburgh.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
road materials to the R.D.C. Mr. W. L. Lewis, 
Surveyor, Stalham. 

MarRcn 6.—Hendon.—MATERIALS.—Supply of road 
and other materials to the R.D.C. Mr. H. W. Rack- 
ham, Surveyor, Council Offices, Stanmore. 

MARCH 6.—Heston and Isleworth.— ROAP MATERIALS. 
—Supply of granite, 93,000 gallons of refined tar, granite 
chippings, and Kentish pit flints, to the U.D.C. Mr. 
J. G. Carey, Surveyor, Council House, Hounslow. 

Marcu 6,.—Nottingham.—MATERIALS.—Supply of 
stores and materials to the Works Committce of the 
T.C. Mr. T. Wallis Gordon, City Engineer, Guildhall, 
Nottingham. sit 5s. per section. 

* MARCH 6.— eham.— ROAD MATERIALS,-- 
Supply of basalt, granite, flints and tar to the R.D.C. 
Mr. Wm. Forrester, Surveyor, Storrington, Pulborough. 

*MaRCH 10,—Nelscn.— ANNUAL ONTRACTS,— 
Supply and delivery of materials for roads, ¢c., for 
the year ending March 31, 1925, for the B.C. of Nelson. 
Mr. W. Shackleton, A.M.Inst.C.E., Borough Engineer 
and Surveyor, Town Hall, Nelson. 
> MARCH 11,—Liverpool.—MATERIALS.—For the sup- 

ly of various materials required for City Engineer’s 

t. City Engineer, Municipal Buildings, Dale- 
street, Liverpool. 

MARCH 12.—Rye.—MATERIALS.—Supply of material 
for one rtotheR.D.c. Mr. H.J. Elliot Surveyor, 
Winchelsea, Sussex. 

MARCH 12.— Shoreditch. —MATERIALs.— Supply of 
road materials, brooms, éc., for one year, to the B.C, 
Borough Surveyor’s Department, Town Hall, Old- 

” 


etreet, E.C. 2. 

MARCH 15.—Marple.—MATERIALS,—Supply 0 ‘road 
materials to the U.D.C. Mr. D. J. Driver, Surveyor, 
Council Offices, Marple. 

MARCH 17.—Merthyr Tydfil.—Svupritrs.—For supply 
to the Board of Guardians for (1) Poor-Law Institution, 
Merthyr Tydfil; (2) Subsidiary Institution, Trecynon, 
Aberdare; (3) Central Homes, Liwydcoed, Aberdare, 
in bulk, of straw, haulage, boots and shoes, officers 
uniforms, oils, paints, ironmongery, boot-making 





[Fesruary 22, 1924. 








materials, leather, drugs, medical accessories, ¢c. 
en T. James, Union Offices, High-street, Merthyr 


MARCH 25,—Penarth.—STORES.—For supply to 
U.D.C. of general stores, ironmongcery and brushes, &c. 
Mr. J. W. Morris, Clerk, Council Offices, Penarth. 

No DaTEe.—Aberdare.— MATERIALS.—Supply of stores 
for six months, to the Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Co. 
Stores Manager, Aberaman Offices, Aberdare. 


ENGINEERING, IRON AND STEEL 


FEBRUARY 23.—Chelmsford.—AIR Compressor.— 
(a) Supplying a_ belt-driven air-compressor, and (5) 
fixing same, and supplying and fixing an overhead 
driving shaft, at peas station, Great Baddow, 
for the R.D.C. . James Dewhirst, engineer, 
Waterloo-lane, Chelmsford. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Kendal.—ELFcTRIc LiGntine.— 
For the installation of electric lighting in the Parish 
Church, for the Parochial Church Council. Mr. John 
Hutton, L.R.1.B.A., Kendal. 

FEBRUARY 23.—Skipton.— DRIDGE.—Construction of 
a ferro-concrete bridge to carry the ———- and Kendal 
main road over the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, near 
Gargrave, Skipton, for the West Riding C.C. West 
Riding Surveyor, ee Hall, Wakefield. Deposit £1, 

FEBRUARY 25.—Ashton-under-Lyne.— HEATING.— 
For the supply and erection of central heating appa- 
ratus, for the Board of Guardians. Mr. G. J. Gibbs, 
7, Lime-street, Preston. sit £5. 

FEBRUARY 25,—Edinburgh.—WaASHHOUSE EoQvrp- 
MENT.—For the engineering equipment of a new public 
washhouse to be erected at Abbeymount (including new 
steam boiler and other relative plant), for the T.C, 
Mr. James A. Williamson, City Architect, Public Works 
Office, Edinburgh. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Gravesend.—CONCRETE TANKS.— 
For the construction of reinforced concrete tanks at 
sewage outfall works at Denton Marshes, for the T.C, 
Mr. Frederick T. Grant, Engineer, 4, Woodville-terrace, 
Gravesend. Deposit £3 3s. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Manchester.— WATER WORKS.—Con- 
struction of concrete straining chambers and supple- 
mentary works at Lostock, near Bolton, for the Man- 
chester T.C. Secretary, Waterworks Offices, Town 
Hall, Manchester. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Rhondda.—STEEL Joists, &c.—For 
supply to the Rhondda U.D.C. of the following :—(1) 
About 30tons of 6in. x 5in. x 25 Ibs. British -made 
rolled steel joists in 19 ft. and 11 ft., and about 15 tons 
of 4 in. dia. mild stec] rods in 18 ft. and 14 ft. lengths; 
and (2) about 1,000 yds. of artificial paving. istrict 
rate of wages required to be paid by contractors in 
each class of work. Mr. E. Taylor, Engineer and 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Pentre (Rhondda). 

FEBRUARY 26.—Paddington.—GIRDERS.—Supply to 
the G.W.R. Co. of 152 tons steel girders and other 
iron and steel work of British manufacture. Engineer, 
Paddington Station. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Stourbridge.—RESERVOIR.—For the 
construction of a reinforced concrete reservoir (Henne- 
bique System) of about 352,000 gallons capacity at 
Wychbury Hill, Hagley, for the Stourbridge and 
District Water Board. Mr. W. Fiddian, F.S.L, 13, 
Church-street, Stourbridge. Deposit £3 3s, 

FEBRUARY Ag may Og a tg ry of of 
steelwork for a shed, for the Dublin Port Docks and 
Board. Engineer, East Wall, Dublin. 

FEBRUARY 27.—London.—DryYIN@ MACHINE.— 
For the installation of a new continuous drying machine 
at the South-Eastern Fever Hospital, New Cross, 8.E., 
for the Metropolitan Asylums ard. Office of the 
Board, Victoria-embankment, E.C.4. Deposit £1. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Madras.—PIPes.—Supply of cast- 
iron pipes, special castings, &c., to the T.C. Messrs. 
J. Mansergh & Sons, agents to the Corporation, 5, 
Victoria-street, S.W. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Birmingham.—ELECTRIC WIRING. 
—For the installation of electrical wiring to supply 
electrical sterilisers in various wards at pope 
Hospital, for the Board of Guardians. Mr. J. Curtis, 
Clerk, Offices, Edmund-street, Birmingham. Deposit 
£3 


38. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Birm —Prres.—Supply of 
1,520 lineal yards of socket and spigot straight pipes 
with a finished interna] diameter of 23 in., to the T.C. 
Secretary, Water Department, Council House, Birming- 
ham. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Sunderland.—STEELWORK.—Supply 
of steelwork for the renewal of three bridges at South 
Dock, Sunderland, for the London & North Eastern 
Railway Co. Chief Engineer, North Eastern Area, 
York. 

FEBRUARY 28.—York.—BRIDGES.—For renewa: 
the floors of four overbridges on the York and Newcast le 
Railway, for the London & North Eastern Railway Co 
Chief Engineer, North Eastern Area, York. ! 
FEBRUARY 29.—Rotherham.—BriIncGrE.—For the 
reconstruction and widening of bridge carrying Meadow 
Bank-road, over L. & N.E. Railway, for the T.C. 
Borough Encineer, Town Hall, Rotherham. Deposi' 
£5. 


FEBRUARY 29.—Thrapston.— BRIT GE.— Designs an 
tenders for 24 ft. ferro-concrete bridge, for the R.D.( 
Mr. A. R. C. Bradbury, Surveyor, Thrapston. ; 

MaRCH 1.—Blackburn.— ELECTRIC INSTALLATION — 
For electric light and power installation in Institution 
laundry, for the Board of Guardians. Mr. G &E. 
Bygrave, Clerk, Blackburn. De ysit £1. 

MaRcH 1.—Jamaica.—Dam.—For the construction 
of a cyclopean masonry dam and contingent works 
required In connection with the extension of the King- 
ston and St. Andrews Water Works. Crown Agents 
for the Colonies, 4, Millbank, London, 8.W.1. 

MaRcH 1.—Skipten.— Brit GF.—For widening and 
strengthening Pickhill Bridge, Skipton, for the West 
Riding C.C. Lane oe Surveyor, County Hall, 

eit £1. ; 
by — Urmston —FExcixa.— For + ~ oepety oi 
470 lineal yards of wrought-iron fenc'n 
pony to the UDe Surveyor, Council Offices 
t 


rmston. Is 
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1.—Wakefield.— BripGES.—(a) Reconstruc- 


MARCH 
nna Bonny Bridge (6ft. span), at_ Thuristone ; 
») reconstruction of new Dyke Bridge (7 ft. span), at 
Great Ouseburn; (¢) re-building of a masonry retaining 
wall and part of Upperfoot Bridge (10ft. span), at 
Luddend¢ nfoot, for the West Riding C.C, West 
Riding Surveyor, County Hall, Wakefield. Deposit 


£1 each contract. 

MarcH 3.—Coulsdon.—FIRE ALARM SYSTEM.— 
For (1) A closed circuit fire alarm system ; (2) a 
closed circuit fire alarm system combined with an 
ambulance call system, for the U.D.C. Chief Officer, 
Fire Station, Purley. 

March 3.—Grimsby.—PIPEWORK.—For steam and 
other pipework, for the TC. Mr. W. A. Vignoles, 
Corporation Elect ricity Works, Grimsby. . 

Marcu 3.—York.—Bripce.—For the widening of 
Layerthorpe Bridge over the River Foss, for the T.C. 
Mr. F. W. Spurr, City Engineer, Guildhall, York. 

posit £2 2s. 
Pinon 4.—Sheffield.— BriIDGE.—For reconstruction 
and widening of bridge over the Sheffield and _ Tinsley 
Canal at Staniforth-road, forthe T.C. Mr. E. Parting- 
toa, Improvement Surveyor, Town Hall, Sheffield. 

posit £5. 
_ 6.—Calverley.— BrRIDGE.—Coastruction of 
a temporary steel bridge to carry a light railway over 
the line of the London, Midland & Scottish Railway, 
near the Calverley and Rodley Station, for the West 
Riding C.C. West Riding Surveyor, County Hall, 
Wakefield. Deposit £1. 

Marcu 6.—Colwyn Bay—MACHINERY.—For sewer- 
age pumping machinery, for the U.D.C. Mr Robert 
Green, engineer, 37, Bennetts-hill, Birmingham. 
Deposit £5 5s. 

Marcu 7.—Carlisle—BrIDGES.—Construction of new 
concrete arched bridges over the River Caldew and the 
Little Caldew, also retaining walls, filling and masonry 
work, &c., for the T.C. Mr. Henry C. Marks, City 
Engineer, 18, Fisher-street, Carlisle. Deposit £2 2s. 

Marcu 8.—South Africa.—POWER STATION.—For 
steel frame buildings for power station and equipment 
of power station, &c., for electrification of railways 
in the neighbourhood of Cape Town, for the Union of 
South Africa Electricity Supply Commission. Messrs. 
Merz & McLellan, 32, Victoria-street, S.W. Deposit 
£10 10s, 

Marcu 12.—Madras.—PUMPING PLANT.—Supply of 
sewage pumping machinery to the T.C. Messrs. J. 
Mansergh & Sons, agents, 5, Victoria-street, S.W. 
Deposit 10s. each of two contracts. 

Marcu 20.—Congresbury.— BRIDGE.—For the diver- 
sion of the main road and the River Yeo, and construc- 
tion of reinforced concrete bridge at Congresbury, for 
the Somerset C.C. Mr. E. Stead, County Surveyor, 
49, High-street, Weston-super-Mare. Deposit £2 2s. 

Marcu 31.—Egypt.—PUMPING PLaNtT.—Supply 
and erection of a pumping plant at Boseili, for the 
Egyptian Ministry of Public Works. Inspecting 
Engineer, Egyptian and Sudan Governments, Queen 
Anne’s Chambers, Westminster, S.W. 1. 

May 1.— China.— Brivek.— The Commereial 
Councillor at Peking has forwarded to the Departmem 
of Overseas Trade copies of the official text of a call for 
tenders by the Hai Ho Conservancy Commission, for 
the erection of a bridge over the Hai Ho at Tientsin. 
Tenders must be in the hands of the Commission before 
noon on May 1, 1924, The cost of erect: the new 
bridge has been roughly estimated at Tis. 700,000, say 
£105,000, Department of Overseas Trade, 35, Old 
Queen-street, S.W.1. Reference 11647/F.E./ B.C./2. 

May 1,—Egypt.—Roors, £0.—Construction of 
steel roofs and shelter of Alexandria new station, for 
the Egyptian State Railways. Inspecting Engineer, 
Egyptian and Sudan Governments, Queen Anne’s 
oo Broadway, Westminster, 8.W. Charge 

JULY 1.—Chili—HarBourn WorkS.—For the work 
of improvement of the Harbour of Constitucion, Chili. 
Chilian Legation, 22, Grosvenor-square, W.1. 

No Date.— Cross Keys (Mon).—Drivace.—For 
driving a cross measure drift, approximately 134 yds. 
dipping 1 in 6, also a drift approximately 32 yds. 
dipping 1 in 2, Agent, United National Collierics, 
Cross Keys (Mon). 

. No Date.— Kingswinford. BrRIDGE.—For the erec- 

ion of a steel girder bridge at Buck Pool, Wordsley, for 


ye , Mr. W. Meredith, Kingswinford, Dudley. 
ROAD, SANITARY, AND WATER 
WORKS. 
_ FEBRUARY 23.—Beverley.— ROapS.—For (1) spra 
ng, 1,000,000 square yards of roads with tar, and (3) 
spraying 500,000 square yards with ‘‘ Spramix” or 


other bituminous com 

ther biti 8 pound, for the East Riding of 

oe Mr. J. W. Chapman, County Surveyor, 
FEBRUARY 23.—Chester.—Ro. 

Y 23, -—Roaps.—For making-up 
Cqange-road, for the T.C. Mr. Charles Greenwood, 
Engineer, Town Hall, Chester. Deposit £2 2s. 
me eee ARY 23.—Deal.— DRAINAGE WorK, UN- 
iameto.?, AND RELIEF WorK.—Renewing 2 ft. 
ry “r earthenware pipe, and extending two 18 in. 
= iron form relief outfalls, all work practically above 

hary low-water mark, for the Borough of Deal. 


storoeh, Engineer and Surveyor’s Office, 18, Queen- 
aera Y 2.—Exmouth.— WATER MaIN.—For the 
of Fant 1s ke Yds. of 10 in. water main, in the parish 
Engineer p.) oe tor the U.D.C. Mr. Samuel Hutton, 
. — Public Hall, Exmouth. 
provi din ARY | 23.—Tadeaster—WaTER MAINS.—For 
hydrant £ and laying cast-iron water pipes with valves, 
Survevo,’ (ocy tor the R.D.C. Mr. H. M. Driver. 
Fras, Garforth, near Leeds. ; 
Supply t - 5s, -Chelmsford.— SEWAGE PLANT.— 
ford Urhar .t Sewerage Committee of the Chelms- 
sludge —a and Rural District Councils of screens, 
Spécial fittines penstocks, iron pipes, and other 
Mr Ej Mie ‘n connection with sewage scheme. 
Chelmsforg ules, Borough Engineer, 16, London-road, 


%& THE BUILDER & 


FEBRUARY 25,—Fin .-—SEWERS.—Construction 
of surface water sewers, in the East End-road, for the 
U.D.C. Mr. Percival T. Harrison, Surveyor, 9, The 


Hawthorns, Regent’s Park-road, Finchley, N. 3. 
Deposit £2, 
FEBRUARY 25,—France.—CEMETERIES.—For the 


construction of approximately thirty cemeteries in 
France. Secretary (Works Dept.), Imperial War 
a Commission, 82, Baker-street, W.1. Deposit 
£15 15s. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Glasgow.—SEWER.—For the con- 
struction of a 3 ft. 6 in. and 3 ft. brick sewer from 
Ashfield-street to Hawthorn-street, for the T.C. 
Offices of Public Works, City Chambers, 64, Cochrane- 
street, Glasgow. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Huddersfield—SEWAGE WORKS.— 
Construction of 800 lin. yds. of 3 ft. diameter U-shaped 
brick sewer, reinforced concrete tanks, pump house, 
&c., for the T.C. Mr. W. Jaggar, Borough Engineer, 
1, Peel-street, Huddersfield. 

FEBRUARY 25.—TIlford.—SEWER.—Construction of a 
sewer consisting of about 209 lin. yds. of 48 in. circular 
brick sewer, and about 1,790 lin. yds. of 15 in. stone- 
ware pipes with 14 manholes, for the U.D.C. Mr. H 
Shaw, Surveyor, Town Hall, liford. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 25.—London.—Roapbs.—For scavenging, 
&c., Thames embankments and bridges, for the L.C.C. 
Chief Engineer, Old County Hall, Spring-gardens, 8.W.1. 
Deposit £3. 

FEBRUARY 25,—London.—SLUDGE REMOVAL,—For 
the removal and disposal of sewer deposit and other 
material in connection with the main drainage, &c., 
services for four districts, for the L.C.C. Chief Engin- 
— Old County Hall, Spring-gardens, 8.W.1. Deposit 
£1, 

FEBRUARY 25.—Milford Haven.—ROAD MATERIALS. 
—For supply to U.D.C.of 450tonsof granite, or other 
stone of approved quality, for highways, broken to 
2-in. and 14-in. gauges, and about 180 tons of chippings, 


t-in. to dist.; description of stone to be specified and 
prices given for (1) delivery to Castle Pill Beach; (2) 
at Docks, free of all dues and charges; (3) at the 


Council's stone depot, Great North-road, Milford 
Haven, and to depot at Hakin. Mr. T. G. Williams, 
Council Offices, Milford Haven. 


FEBRUARY 25,—Penarth—ROAD MATERIALS.—Fot 
supply to U.D.C. in year ending March 31, 1925, of 
mountain limestone road metalling, gravel and basalt, 
or granite gravel. Mr. Edgar I. Evans, Surveyor, 
District Council Offices, Penarth. 


_ FEBRUARY 25.—Rowley y Baw Ty widen- 
ing and improving Gorsty Hill-road, for the U.D.C. 
Mr. Daniel Wright, Clerk, tw 4 Regis. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Camelford.—WaTER WORKS;—For 

laying water mains, building reservoirs, &c., in connec- 
tion with a water supply scheme for the parish of St. 
Breward, for the R.D.C. Messrs. Andrew & Randell, 
New Inn Chambers, St. Austell. Deposit £1 1s. 
_ FEBRUARY 26.—Dunfermline.—RoapDs.—For making 
improvements at Brucefield Housing Scheme, for the 
T.C. Mr. R. Muir Morton, Burgh Engineer, City 
Chambers, Dunfermline. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Hailsham.—RoOapDs.—For rg 
ing about 30,000 sq. yds. of roads, for the R.D.C. , 
G. B. Fairchild, Surveyor, Hailsham. 

FEBRUARY 26,—Llandyssul.—_NEW ROAaD.—For con- 
struction of a new road from the District-road to 
Garthowen Lodge, Garthowen, Llandyssul. 

_ FEBRUARY 26.—Middlesex.—Roap.—For construc- 
tion of approximately 1.6 miles, commencing at 
Finchley-road (in the Borough of Hampstead) and 
terminating at the North Circular-road (in the Urban 
District of Hendon), for Middlesex C.C. Mr. A. 
Dryland, County Engineer, Guildhall, Westminster, 
W.1. Deposit 20 guineas. 

FEBRUARY 26.—Watford.—SEWER.—For the la 
of 295 lineal yards of sewer in Gills Hill-lane, Radlett, 
and 260 yards in Loom-lane and Batlers rel for 
the R.D.C. Surveyor, 9, Market-street, Watford. 
Deposit £2. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Birmingham.—Roaps.—For the 
widening of Harborne Park-road and Harborne-lane, 
including the construction of new carri way and 
surface-water sewers and the reconstruction of the 
bridge over the Bourn Brook, for the T.C. Mr. H. H. 
Humphries, City Engineer, Council House, Birmingham. 
Deposit £2, 

_ FEBRUARY 27.—B .—SEWERS.—Construc- 
tion of about 164 yds. of cast-iron pipe sewer and 154 
yds. of brick and concrete sewers in five sewer crossings 
under the Tame Valley and Birmingham and Fazeley 
Canals, for the T.C. . H. H. Humphries, City Engin- 
eer, Council House, Birmingham. sit £2, 

FEBRUARY 27.—Harwich.—Roaps.—For hire of 
steam-rollers and tar-spraying, for one year. Mr. J. H. 
French, Borough Surveyor, Harwich. 

FEBRUARY 27.—Hinckley.—SEWER.—Construction 
of 1,200 yds. of stoneware sewer, for the R.D.C. 
Mr. W. M. Edwards, Surveyor, Burbage. 

FEBRUARY 27.—R .—Roaps, &¢c.—For the 
construction of roads and sewers, on the Turf-hill 
Estate, for the T.C. Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, 
Rochdale. 

_ FEBRUARY 28,—Chertsey.—RoOapDs.—For steam rol- 
ling in the various parishes ye the rural area. 
Mr. H. Beeney, Surveyor, West Byfleet. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Morecambe.—RoOaps.—For making- 
up Margaret-street, for the T.C. Mr. Percival Holt, 
Borough Engineer, Morecambe. Deposit £1 1s. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Redruth.—STONE BREAKING.—For 
breaking and screening stone by machinery, in various 
parts of the district of the R.D.C. Mr. F. L. Rider, 
Surveyor, Pool, Carn Brea, Cornwall. 

FEBRUARY 28,—Sennybridge—ROAD WORKS.—Re- 
construction of a bridge, building of culverts, and 
widening carriage-way, for the Breconshire C.C. Mr. 
W. L. Harpur, County Surveyor, County Offices, 
Brecon. Deposit £2 2s. 

FEBRUARY 28.—Wandsworth.—Roaps.—For paving 
Dawnay and other roads, for the B.C. Mr. E. J. 
Elford, Surveyor, 215; Balham High-road, 8.W. 
Deposit £1 1s. 
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FEBRUARY 28.—Watford.—SANITARY WORK, &0.— 
Misst ahecattons, the peovision f naw aveheey bess 
and sinks, and lay new paving in the Operating Un 
at the Infirmary in Vicarage-road, Watford, Herts, for 
the Guardians ofthe Watford Union. Messrs. A. Saxon 
Snell & ae 9, Bentinck-street, Manchester-square, 
W.1. Deposit £2, 

FEBRUARY 29,—Birkenhead.—SEWER.—For the con- 
struction of 421 lin. yds. of 6 ft. 9 in. by 4 ft. 6 in. 
brick and reinforced concrete sewer in Livingstone- 
street, and 580 lin. yds. of 12 in. and 15 in. stoneware 
pipe sewer and about 182 lin. yds. of 27 in. diameter 

‘orced concrete pive sewer in Brook-street, for the 
T.C. Mr. Ohas. Brownridge, Borough Engineer 
Town Hall, Birkenhead. Deposit £3 3s. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Hatfield—TARRING.—For surface 
tarring 2,000,000 sq. yds. of roads, for the Herts C.C. 
Lieut.-Col. A. E, Prescott, County Surveyor, Hatfield. 

FEBRUARY 29,—Lingwood.—WELL.—For sinking 
seven di water wells and deepening existing deep 
water well at Lingwood, Burlingham Estate, for the 
Norfolk C.C. Mr. Victor ny ed Land Agent 
sit £1 1s, 





Shirehouse, Norwich. Depo 
Marco 1,—M ire—STORAGE RESER- 
VOIR AND WATER 8.—Construction of a small 


storage reservoir, and the laying of a main in connection 
with an additional water supply, for the T.C.of Llanid- 
loes. Mr. James Grant, Surveyor, nidloes, Mont- 
go! . 

Maro#H 1,—St, Andrews.—Roaps.—Construction of 
new streets, footpaths, sewers, at their housing scheme, 
St. Mary-street site, for the T.C. Burgh Engineer, 
Town Hall, St. Andrews. 

MARCH 1,—Stanley.—_SEWER.—Construction of Ferry 
lane outfall sewer and branch sewersin Ferry-lane, etc., 
for the U.D.C. Mr. Frank Massie, M.Inst.C.E., Tetley 
House, Wakefield. Deposit £2 2s. 

MaRkcH 3,—Bri d.—WaATER MAINS.—Providing 
and laying : (1) 430 lin. yds. of 3 in. dia. cast iron mains 
at Pyle Housing Scheme; (2) 180 lin. yds. of 3 in. dia. 
cast iron mains at St. Marie-street, Bridgend; (3) 
415 lin. yds. of 3 in. dia. cast iron mains near General 
Hospital, Maesteg; (4) 295 lin. yds. of 3 in. dia. cast 
iron mains at Brynteg Field, Bridgend, for the Mid- 
Glamorgan Water Board. Mr. E. W. Davies, Manager , 
Water, Board Offices, Bridgend. Deposit £1 1s. 

MARCH 3,—Burton-in-Lonsdale.—R0OApDSs.—Improve- 
ment of the Lancaster and Richmond main road at 
Burton-in-Lonsdale, for the West Riding C.C. West 
Riding Surveyor, County Hall, Wakefield. Deposit £1. 

MARCH 3.—Hendon.—SEWAGE WORKS.—For the 
construction of sewage disposal works and sewerage 
and drainage works, forthe U.D.C. Mr. A. O. Knight 
es, own Hall, Hendon, N.W. 4. Deposit 

8. 


MarROH 3.—Middlesex.—ROaps.—For the construc- 
tion of approximately 32 miles, commencing at 
Lawrence-street (Mill Hill Urban District, Hendon) and 
terminating at Elstree (inthe Rural District of Hendon), 
for Middlesex C.C. Mr. A. Dryland, County Engineer, 
Guildhall, Westminster, 8.W.1. Deposit 20 guineas. 

Maron 3.—Mid-Glamorgan.—LAYING OF WATER 
Malins.—For supply and laying, in each case with all 
necessary valves, fittings, &c., for the Mid-Glamorgan 
Water Board of (1) about 430 lineal yds. of 3-in. dia. 
cast-iron mains at Pyle Housing Scheme; (2) about 
180 lineal yds. of 3 in. dia. cast-iron mains at St. 
Marie-street, Bridgend ; (3) about 415 lineal yds. of 3-in. 
dia. cast-iron mains near General Hospital, Maesteg ; 
(4) about 295 yds. 3-in. dia. cast-iron mains at Brynteg 
Field, Bridgend. Mr. Eiryn W. Davies, Manager, 
Water Board Offices, Bridgend. Deposit £1 1s. 

MARCH 3.—Sunbury.—SEWER.—Construction of 
600 yds. of 8in. cast-iron pipe intercepting sewer 
and 280 yds. of 2 in. glazed stoneware pipe sewer, in 
Manor-lane, for the U.D.C. Mr. H. F. Coales, Surveyor 
Council Offices, Sunbury-on-Thames. : 

MakcH 3,—Sunbury.—SEWER.—Construction of 
1,392 yds. of 8in. glazed stoneware pipe sewer in 
the Avenue, forthe U.D.C. Mr. H. F. Coales, Surveyor, 
Council Offices, Sunbury-on-Thames. 

Maron 3.—Wes' ton.—Roavs.—For  recon- 
struction of Bolton-road, for the U.D.C. Mr. George 
Hayes, Surveyor, Town Hall, Westhoughton. Deposit 
£3 3 


8. 

Maron 4,—Chipping Norton.—WATER WORKS.— 
For providing and laying about 544 lineal yds. of 2 in. 
wrought-iron galvanised screwed and socketed water 

ipe and specials on the Burford main-road, for the 
som Mr. Re Stanton, Borough Surveyor, Chipping 
orton. 


Marcu 4.—Clacton.—SEWER.—For repairs to 12-in. 
cast-iron west sewer outfall, for the U.D.C. Surveyor, 
Clacton. 

Marcu 4.—Gellygaer.—TARSPRAYING OF ROADS.— 
For undertaking for the Gellygaer U.D.C. the tar- 
spraying of certain roads in the area, during the current 
year. e area will be Spare apy! 80,000 super 

ards and work may be let wholly or in several con- 
Coste 1» Council. Mr. F. Read, Surveyor, Council 
Offices, Hengoed. 


Maron 4.—Tring.—SEWERS.—For construction 0: 
sewers in Grove and Station-roads, for the U.D.C. 
Mr. H. N. Hedges, pereeree, pa. Deposit = oe 

Marcu 5.—King’s Lynn.—Roaps.—For road roll- 
ing and scarifying, for the T.C. Mr. J. C, Matthew, 
Borough Engineer, Town Hall, King’s Lynn. 

March 5,.—King’s Lynn.—Tak  SPRAYING.— 
For tar-spraying of roads, for the T.C. Mr. ag. ©. 
Matthew, Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, King’s Lynn 

MARCH 6.— rry.— ROADS.—For strengthen: 
ing and resurfacing about 50 miles of road, for the C.C- 
Mr. T. B. Adams, Secretary, County Courthouse. 
Londonderry. 

MARCH 6_St. Mellon’s (Mon).—SUPPLY OF STONF, 
&c.—For supply to R.D.C. of broken limestone and 
gravelin specified quantities; and (2) oo out the 
scavenging in the parishes of Duffryn (part of), Graig, 
Malpas, Rogerstone, Rumney, and St. Woolos. Mr. 
William Dowler, Clerk to R.D.C., Union Offices 


Queen’s-hill, Newport (Mon). 





























320 





Marcu 7.—Haywards Heath.WaTER MAIns.—For 
laying and jointing about seven miles of 12 in. dia. 
and about four miles of 9-in. dia. cast-iron water 
mains, for the Mid-Sussex Joint Water Board. Mr. 
Francis Martin, Waterworks Offices, Haywards Heath, 
Sussex. Deposit £2 2s. 

MARCH 7,.—Leicester.—ROADS.—For reconstruction 
of main roads in bituminous materials, for the C.C. 
Mr. J. BE. Blackwall, County Surveyor, Leicester. 

MarRcH 10.—Clutton.—Roaps.—For steam rolling, 
for the R.D.C. Surveyor, Hallatrow, near Bristol. 

MARCH 11,—Glasgow.—Roaps.—Reconstruction of 
main road from Langloan to Airdrie, for the T.C. 
Mr. James Dalrymple, 44, Bath-street, Glasgow. 
Deposit £2 2s. 

MARCH 12,—Birmingham.—DEEPENING BROOK.— 
For deepening brook of a length of about 1,184 yds. of 
the Hockley Brook, forthe T.C. Mr. H. H. Humphries, 
City Engineer, Council House, Birmingham. Deposit £2. 

No DatTe.—Torquay.—GAS MaIns.—For laying 
about 930 yds. of on. cast iron gas main in Marldon- 
road, Paignton, for the Torquay and ——- Gas Co. 
Mr. ©. G. Dawson, Gas Works, Paignton. Deposit £1 1s, 


Competitions. 
(See Competition News, page 290.) 


Ruction Sales, Tenders, etc. 


FEBRUARY 23.—Great Bookham, Surrey.—Mr. C. E. 
cite will sell, without reserve, at Eastwick Farm 
Buildings, Lower-road, Great Bookham, Surrey (about 
14 miles from Leatherhead). Important sale of up- 
wards of 50,000 of various timbers and builders’ effects. 
Auctioneer, Beddington House, near Croydon. 

% FEBRUARY 26.—London, W.—Messrs. J. T. Skel- 
ding & Co. will sell, without reserve, stock and plant 
of a builder and decorator, as previously advertised, at 
Boswell House, Ossington-buildings, Paradise-street, 
W. Auctioneers, 48, Gresham-street, Guildhall, E.C. 2. 

%& FEBRUARY 26 AND FOLLOWING Days.—Li 
Messrs, Geo. N. Dixon & Co. will sell, by order of 
Messrs. Trollope & Colls, Ltd., at the works, Pleasant- 
street, Brownlow Hill, and the yard, St. Andrew 8- 
street, Liverpool, the very valuable timber and builders 
slant and material. Auctioneers, 41, Castle-street, 

Averpool. 

FEBRUARY 27.—London, E.C.—Messrs. Rushworth 
& Brown will sell, by order of the Liquidator (in 
voluntary liquidation) re Messrs. Clements, Jeakes & 
Co., itd, engineers, at Winchester House, E.C., 
10%, 12 and 14, Macktin-street, ng = tag Rm 
diately in the rear of the Winter Garden eatre, 
Drury-lane, comprising freehold factory premises ; 
area about 10,000 ft. super. Immediate possession. 
Auctioneers, 22, Savile-row, W.1. : 

%* FEBRUARY 28.—London, S.E.—Messrs. Veryard «& 
Yates will sell, without reserve, at 126, Norwood-road, 
at 1,30, building materials, timber, &c. Auctioneers, 
365, Norwood-road, 8.E. 27. 

FEBRUARY 29.—Cambs.—Messrs. Joseph Hibbard 
& Sons, in conjunction with Messrs. F. W. Seward & 
Son, wiil sell, at a moderate reserve, unless previously 
sold by private treaty, by order of F. W. Shanks, who 
is relinquishing this branch of his business, at the 
George Hotel, Chatteris, Cambs, valuable, , well- 
arranged and finely situated freehold builders’ and 
coatractors’ premises situated in Station-street, 
Chatteris. To be sold with vacant possession of the 
whole (except the dwelling-house). Auctioneers, 15, 
Newington-green, Islington, London, N.16. 

Marca 4.—Cambs.—Messrs. Joseph Hibbard & 
Sons, in conjunction with Messrs. F. W. Seward « Son, 
will sell, without reserve, by order of F. W. Shanks, 
who is relinquishing this branch of his business at 
Station-street, Chatteris, Cambs, builders’ stock and 
plant, timber, sanitary goods, five-bay grand stand, 
rolling stock, &c. Auctioneers, 15, Newington-green, 

sl , London, N.16. 

. Manon 4, AND Two FoLLowtna Days.—London, 
S.E.—Messrs. Henry Butcher & Co. will sell by order 
of the Hamilton Trading Company, Hamilton-road, 
West Norwood, 8.E., large quantities of miscellaneous 
tools and stores, <c., including 1-ton crane, electric 
motors, marine engines, &c. Auctioneers, 63 and 64, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C. : 
niabon 4.— Woolwich, S.E. 18.— ARTIFICERS 
Works,—Artificers’ works contract from April 1 at 
the Station and Divisions in the Woolwich Royal 
Engineer District. Contract 1. Woolwich, Ist and 2nd 
Divisions: Commanding Royal Engineer, Royal 
Engineer Office, New-road, Woolwich, 8.E. 18. 

MARCH 6,—East Sheen.—Messrs. C. & E. Melville 
will sell at the Mart, 155, Queen Victoria-street, E.C.4, 
unless previously disposed of, a freehold building 


site of over 23 acres. Auctioneers, 233, Upper 
Richmond-road, East Sheen, 8.W.14. 

%* MARCH 18 AND FOLLOWING Days.—A — 
Messrs. Joseph Hibbard «& Sons will sell, without 


reserve, on the premises, Elms-road and Boxalls-lane 
(two minutes from Station), Aldershot, surplus stock 
of Messrs. George Kemp «& Co., owing to amalgamation 
with A. H. Stroud, EKsq., stock, plant, scaffolding, 
ironmongery, and sanitary goods, blacksmiths’ material, 
concrete mixer, timber stocks, rolling stock. Auc- 
tioneers, 15, Newington-green, Islington, N.16. 
London, K Frank 


¥ 6.— X vl . & 
Butle , at the Hano uare Estate situate 


at Wimbledon Common, within half-an-hour by motor 

pt ee extensi + ry bet in 
0! $ ve of ou > 

all extending to over 14 acres. Vacant posseasion will 


be Ga on completion of the purchase. Auctioneers, 
20, Hanover-square, W.1. 


Public Appointments. 


FEBRUARY 23,-Salop.-ARCHITBCTURAL ASSISTANT. 
—Tem 
Salop C.C. 
Shirehall, 


rary Architectural Assistant required by A 
Mr. F. Crowte, Clerk to the County Council, 
Shrewsbury. 


‘2X THE BUILDER & 


%* FEBRUARY 25.—Guildford.—Two Clerks of Works 
required in connection with the Council’s Housing 
schemes, as follows: (a) One for the erection of 12 
cottages in the porich of West Horsley; (b) one for 
the erection of 12 cottages in the parish of Shere, viz., 
6 at Pathfield, and 6 at Peaslake. Mr. W. 8. V. 
Cullerne, Clerk to the Council, Commercial-road, 
Guildford. 

FEBRUARY 25.—Wallasey.—Temporary Junior Archi- 
tectural Assistant uired in the Borough T 
and Surveyor’s office, the B.C. Mr. George Livsey, 
Town Olerk, Town W: 


FEBRUARY 27.— —. tectural and Town- 
a Survey "De t i “a 1 aoe 
a or’s ment, e 
of Bootle. Mr. “Tov 


. Spencer —~ Town Cler 
Bootle, cosiosing copies of three recent testimonials. 

t required in the Housing Dust ta: 8 Fyfe, 
ant req n the Ho . . J. 8. e, 
Hous Architect, Wyggeston House, Highcross- 
street, cester. 

%* MARCH 3.— Wandsworth, S.W.'17. — First-class 
Architectural Assistant and Quantity Surveyor, ex- 
perienced in reinforced concrete construction, for a 

eee , £ ~- —_—— Mr. Ernest J. 

lford, Boro neer, Borough Engineer’s Office, 
215, Balham High-road, 8.W.17, endorsed “ Archi- 
tectural Assistant.” 

%* MARCH 4.—Carlisle.— Architectural Assistant inthe 
City Engineer's 4 The appointment is a 
temporary one, but is likely to last for at least eighteen 
months. Mr. Henry E. Marks, M.Inst.C.E., City 
Engineer and Surveyor, 18, Fisher-street, Carlisle. 

No Date.—Hong Kong.—Assistants (three) re- 
quired by the Government of Hong Kong for service 
in the Public Works Department for a period of three 
years, with possible permanency. Crown Agents for 
the Colonies, 4, Millbank, London, 8.W.1, quoting at 
head of application the reference number M/ 12221. 


—_— —* 
i 


NEW COMPANIES. 


Tue particulars quoted below have been 
compiled by Messrs. Jordan & Sons, Litd., 
Company Registration Agents, of 116 & 117, 
Chancery-lane, W.C.2, from the documents 
available at the Companies’ Registry. 


Mark Rounp & Sons, Lrp. (194,566). 
Registered December 19. Builders and con- 
tractors now carried on at New-street, Dudley, 
under the style of Mark Round & Sons. Nominal 
capital, £7,000. 

EK. Mortey & Sons (Dersy), Lrp. (194,581). 
Registered December 20. 3, Exeter-street, 





Derby. Builders and contractors. Nominal 
capital, £3,000. 
Joun CorsisHigey & Sons, Lrp. (194,518). 


Registered December 18. 168, North-road, 
Preston. Plumbers, glaziers, decorators, &c. 
Nominal capital, £3,000. 

Hovustne Corporation oF Great Brirarny, 
Lrp. (194,335). Registered December 11. 
9, Queen Anne’s-gate, S.W. 1. To prepare and 
execute building and town-planning plans and 
schemes of every kind, and to engage in the 
development and management of property, 


buildings and building estates, Nominal 
capital, £25,000. 
Rosinson, James & Co., Lrp. (194,346). 


16, Charterhouse- 


Registered December 11. 
contractors, &c. 


chambers, E.C. Builders, 
Nominal capital, £100. 

Benepicr Arts anv Crarts Co., Lrp. 
(194,407). Registered December 13. To acquire 
and carry on the business of builders and 
decorators. Nominal capital, £10. 

Joun Tompson & Sons, Lrp. (194,442). 
Registered December 14. 43, Wood-street, 
Peterborough. Builders and contractors now 
carried on by Walter Stuart Thompson, at 
43, Wood-street and Cromwell-road, Peter- 
borough, under the style of John Thompson 
& Sons. Nominal capital, £35,000. 

W. H. Cote & Sons, Lrp. (194,432). Regis- 
tered December 14. 25, Spear-road, Southamp- 
ton. Builders, decorators and _ contractors. 
Nominal capital, £1,200. 

J. & A. Mituwarp, Lrp. (194,600). Regis- 
tered December 20. Builders, painters and 
decorators. Nominal capital, £2,500. 

ALLEN Fatrrngap & Sons, Lrp. (194,664). 
Registered December 22. Sydney-road, Enfield, 
Middlesex. Builders and contractors. Nominal 
capital, £100,000. 

Batt & Wirxrnson, Lrp. (194,703). Regis- 
tered December 27. 13, Walnut-road, Torquay. 
Builders and contractors, &c.; to carry on 
business for the sale and purchase of any estates, 
land, or hereditaments. Nominal capital, 
£5,000. 
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PROPOSED NEW BUILD. 
INGS & OTHER WORKS* 


In these lists care is taken to ensure the 
of the information given, but it mai 


occasionally happen that, owing to buildin 
owners taking the res ibility of commencnt 
work before piaus are finally approved by the local 


authorities, “ proposed” works at the time of 
publication have been actually commenced, 
Abbreviations :—T.C. for Town Council; U.D.c. 
for Urban District Council: R.D.C tor Rural 
District Council ; E.C. for Education Committee : 
B.G. for Board of Guardians ; L.C.C. tor London 
County Council: B.C. for Borough Council; and 
P.C. for Parish Council. 





ABERDEEN.—Plans passed by the T.C.: Two semi- 
detached houses, Hammerfield-avenue, for Mr. Samuel 
. Russell, bricklayer, per Messrs. J. & J. Cameron, 
architects; bungalow, Queen’s-road, for Mr. Harry 
Chapman, contractor, per Messrs. Walker & Duncan, 
architects; house, ‘Desswood-place, for Mr. John 
Reid, carpenter, per Messrs. Walker & Duncan, archi- 
tects; four shops and store, Holburn-street, for Mr 
Andrew Bowman, carver and gilder, per Mr. Georg 
Watt, architect. 

ADWICK.—The U.D.C. has decided to apply to the 
M.H. for sanction to a loan of £4,867 for the purpose of 
a water supply on the new building estate betweey 
Doncaster-lane and the Great North-road at Wood- 
lands ; and a further £1,000 for surface-water drainage. 

ASHBURTON.—Two houses, by Mr. F. Eales.—The 
U.D.C. proposes to erect 12 houses. 

Ayrk.—The T.C. has agreed to construct a new sea 
wall and esplanade at Blackburn bents in extension 
of the present esplanade. The probable cost is stated 
to be £12,000. 

BARNSLEY.—Plans passed by T.C.: J. Smith & 
Co., Ltd., hotel, Huddersfield-road; A. R. Potter, 
conversion of house into two, Sheffield-road; T. 

Taham, house, Westbourne-grove; G. Ellison, two 
houses, Harbro’ Hills-road; Capt. B. C. V. Went- 
worth. rebuilding of house, Needlewood; W. H. 4 
A. E. Gibbs, two houses, Carlton-road; J. Roberts 
and A. Henshaw, two houses, Wentworth-street : 
Mrs. J. Vornberger, bungalow, Smithies-lane; A. R. 
Potter, plumber’s shop and workshop, Beech-street 
E. Audin, house, Woodstock-road; Miss Ibbotson, 
house, Woodstock-road; A. Turner, extension to 
model lodging house, Doncaster-road; Barnsley 
British Co-operative Society, Ltd., new business 


D , 
BEDFORD.—Plans passed by T.C.: Mr. E. H. C. 
Inskip, for Mr. R. Jeakings, house and shop, Hurst- 
ve; Mr. C. A. White, two houses, Bradgate-road ; 
essrs. Usher & Anthony, for Mr. W. Goldsmith, two 
houses, London-road ; Mr. E. H. C. Inskip, for Messrs. 
Warton & Goodship, two villas, Geldingteu-road ; Mr. 
E. H. C. Inskip, for Mr. J. Foster, ecuversion to two 
flats, 4, Park-avenue ; Mr. J. Sear, iwo houses, Kathie- 
road ; . E. Brightman, house, Cutcliffe-place; 
Messrs. Usher & Anthony, for Miss C. A. Veasey, 
additions, 31, Albany-road; Mr. A. W. G. Prosser, 
house, Pemberley-crescent. 

BEDWELLTY.—The U.D.C. has asked the Powell 
Duffryn Coal Co. and the Gellygaer U.D.C. to join in 
the construction of a bridge at Tiryberth. e 
Council has passed plans for proposed extension of the 
Council offices at Aberbargoed, at an estimated cos! 
of £1,000, and will expend £500 on recreation ground 
improvements. pie ' 

LACKPOOL.—Plans passed by Buildings Committee : 

C. Auty, 2 houses, Grasmere-road; F. Unsworth, 
4 houses, Rosebery-avenue; R. Fielding, 2 houses, 
Links-road ; Senior & Barron, 2 bungalows, Bispham- 
road; J. Harrop, house, Watson’s-lane ; Holt « Dav- 
son, 2 houses, Poulton-road ; John Seer house, 
Broadway ; J. Taylor, 2 houses, Condor-grove ; . 
Williams. 4 houses, Condor-grove ; Vicar and Wantees 
of Holy Tr.nity Parish Church, parsonage, Central 
drive; Cross & Whittaker, 2 houses, Coador-grove; 
A. Eden, 2 houses, Bispham-road ; Pilling, France 
Co., 3 houses, Warbreck-drive and Bedford-avenue; 
W. B. Snape, 3 houses, Warbreck-drive and Bedford- 
avenue ; Mr. Demmallett, 2 houses, Piccadilly; 
R. Wilkinson, bungalow, Burgate (Squires Gate-lane) ; 
Mr. Foster, 4 houses, Grosvenor-road, Bispham; 
A. E. Murdoch, 12 houses, Rothsay-road, and 6 houses, 
Keswick-road; Threlfail, Whiteside & | Midgley, 
2 houses, Holmeliffe-road; R. Dawson, 2 how ~ 
Condor-grove; L. G. Wilkinson, house, Park avers 5 
Mrs. Walker, 2 houses, Holmeliffe-road; J. Fostet, 
2 houses, Boscombe-road ; J. Parkinson & Sons, house, 
Leicester-road and Leeds-road; Foster « Dickinses, 
een Victoria-road, Bela-grove, «c. ; John 
houses, Laurel-avenue; W. Spenck 
bungalow, Fleetwood road; Park Estates Syndice® 
6 houses, off Gorse-road ; Osborne Mansions Co., -- be 
flats, Osborne road; H. G. Mason, 6 houses, W ors a: 
avenue; J. Harrison, 4 houses, Whitegate drive ~ 
Glastonbury avenue ; J. Rawcliffe, bungalow, Bures ~ 
W. B. Denner, 5 houses, Watson’s lane and Bainton 
avenue; R. Kirkham, 2 houses, Squire’s Gate nih 
J. Fenton, bu iow, Romney-avenue (off ~ 
avenue); J. W. Clarkson, 24 houses, Orchard ay = 
H. Johnson & Co., 6 houses, new street off Bispes i 
road; Mrs. Davies, 2 houses, Whitegate drive ; J. = 
Hargreaves, house and shop, Watson's lane, 
Mason, 14 houses, Grange road, Layton. a to 

ration have applied to the M.H. for permiss 3 

rrow the sums of £93,000 for the purchase of _7 
for housing, &c., and £56,656 for street improvemen. : 

BLYTH.—The T.C. have decided to erect 25 hours 
18 houses are to be built in George-street by 


Cowpen Coal Co 





Gregson, 12 


as 





* See also our List ef Contracts, Competitions eu. 
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BoLTON.—The E.C. have received plans of a proposed 
extension at St. Joseph’s, together with a report by 
the Committee’s architect, which has been forwarded 
to the B.E.——The Borough Engineer submitted to the 
Streets Committee a plan showing a proposed improve- 
ment at the junction of Spar-road and Mayor-street, 
by rounding off the corner of the Spar-road Recreation 
Ground and setting back the entrance gates. The 
Committee approved the scheme and passed it on to 
the Parks Committee with a request that they will 
give up 99 sq. yds. of land forming part of the recreation 
ground. 

Boston.—The Surveyor to the R.D.C. has been 
instructed to prepare plans for a new burial-ground. 

BoURNEMOUTH.—Tenders are to be invited by the 
Borough Surveyor for the construction of two new 
bridges. One is to be situate at Alum Chine, and 
the other in the Boscombe Chine gardens. An early 
start is to be made with the erection of a new police 
station and court house, on the east side of the Law 
Buildings. Application for sanction to borrow £6,000 
has been made for this purpose. 

BROMLEY.—Plans passed by T.C.:—Bungalow, 
Burford-road, Mr. A. A. Webb; house, Park-avenue, 
Mr. A. Frampton; house, Highfield-road, Messrs. 
Woodhams & Tyler; house, Bromley Common, Mr. 
P. Coad; four houses, Warren-avenue, Mr. E. A. 
Stone; four houses, Alexandra-crescent, Mr. A. 
Frampton.—Plans passed by R.D.C. :—House at Hill 
View-road, Orpington, for Mr. C. E. Castellan; house 
in Hayes-lane, Hayes, for Mr. A. J. Bolton; bungalow 
at World’s End-lane, Chelsfield, for Mr. T. G. Beavis. 

BURNLEY.—The Improvements Committee of the 
1T.C. have recommended that Colne-road should be 
widened 60ft.; the estimated cost is £6,500, It is 
proposed to apply to the M.H. for sanction to borrow 
the money, and to the M.T. for a grant of 50 per cent. 
of the cost of the work. 

Bury.—-Funds are being raised by the Grammar 
School authorities for the purchase of the old Bury 
Cricket Field and the field adjoining it as an additional 
playing field for the schools. 

CARLISLE.—The T.C. has received sanction to erect 
100 concrete bungalows and 100 brick houses. 

CASTLE DONINGTON.—Ten houses for Messrs. A. 
Ramsden and J. Bosworth. 

CHEADLE.—The Surveyor to the Cheadle and Gatley 
U.D.C, stated it was their intention to carry out the 
— of the proposed road widening works upon 
Ack-lane. 

CHESTERFIELD.—The Board of Management of the 
Royal Hospital has instructed Mr. W. Cecil Jackson, 
architect, to prepare sketch plans and estimates of 
additional accommodation. 

CHICHESTER.—-The T.C. has decided to erect an 
additional 38 houses. 

CHORLEY.—The B.E. have approved the site of a new 
Council School to be erected on the Highfield estate, 
and to be known as the Highfield Council School.—— 
The M.H. has decided to approve the erection of 
40 houses by the Chorley T.C. on the Highfield estate. 

~The County Roads and Bridges Committee have 
decided ona scheme for straightening the main Chorley- 
Bolton-road, at Skew Bridge Heath, Charnock, esti- 
mated to cost £18,000, A steel bridge would be erected, 
and a Government grant of 65 per cent. had been 
obtained. 
_COLNE.—The M.H. has sanctioned the borrowing of 
£4,997 for the purpose of the construction of a relief 
sewer and storm overflows in the Primet Bridge 
district. It was decided to make application for another 
£2,653 for the completion of the scheme. 

CONISBORO’.—At the last meeting of the U.D.C., 
the Surveyor reported the sanction of the M.H. to the 
borrowing, with respect to privy coaversions, of 
£11,660 for a period not exceeding thirty years; and 
of £3,340 for a period not exceeding 8 ears.—— 
An application was received from the Conisboro’ 
Housing Association, Ltd., for a subsidy and loan in 
Tespect to 500 houses proposed to be erected by them 
a8 a public utility society, off Garden-lane, Conisboro’. 
The Town planning Committee recommended that the 
M.H. be requested to authorise the grant of a subsidy 
of £100 with respect to each of the 500 houses. 

CoveNTRY.—It has been announced that)Barr’s Hill 
Secondary School is to be enlarged, and that further 
accommodation for boys’ secondary school education 
is to be provided. 

COWES.—To relieve unemployment and to increase 
the attractiveness of Cowes for visitors, the Cowes 
DC - has adopted a £15,000 scheme for the erection of 
& Sea wall and road in continuation of the present 
western esplanade. 

DEWSBURY.—Plans : t 
the Whitley Hospitel, passed by T.C.: New ward a 
- b may ia Structural alterations are proposed at 
_The Creseent ” Hotel.——The R.D.C. have received 
Sanction of the M.R. to borrow £9,250 to construct 
. sewage Scheme in a portion of their district adjoining 
“ewtown. The scheme will be assisted by a Govern- 
— rant, and work will commence month. 
tee ee. ~The Tynwald Court has voted £37,500 
ao anal Isle of Man revenue to erect and equip a 
was woted school at Douglas for 400 boys; £14,225 
iii alterations and additions to Park road 

DovER.—Plans passed by R.D.C.:—B 

1 ¢ ans .D.C. :—Bungalow 
Me for Mr. H. J. Atkins ;’ house, | a for 
Philpott. 228: bungalow, Temple Ewell, for Mr. F 
ue t: bungalow, West Hougham, for Mr. H. R. 
and “Be Kingsdown, for Mrs. Chambers; house 
for Mr s he Mr..Copeland ; bungalow, Capel, 

DRIFFIELD.- Plans have bee 

. oo n approved of for a new 
Bar . mitted by Mr. Atkinson, architect for G. T. 
Wanainiudale, Drifield. ‘The site is a line from 
being 42 ft wide ‘he (Bridlington-road, the roadway 
each side. - ’ a 6 ft. wide pathway along 

Drorrwi H —The Bo 
extended «a: Tough boundary has been 
necenaan’ and a contract has been placed for the 

Y extension of sewers at Falsham Pits. 
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DUMBARTON.—The T.C. has approved of plans by the 
Burgh Engineer for construction of a new road to 
connect Hartfield-gardens with the new municipal 
houses at Silverton. 

DUNDEE.—Plans and sections of proposed new 
buildings have been lodged at the office of the City 
Engineer: Montague-street, Barnhill, cottage, for 
A. Sturrock. 

EDINBURGH.— Linings granted by the Dean of Guild 
Court: Brown Bros. & Co., Ltd., reconstruct foundry 
at Rosebank Iron Works, Broughton-road; Mr. A. H. 
Duncan, bungalow at Drumbrae-road, Corstorphine ; 
Mr. A. E. Hasfield, villa at Barnton-avenue, Davidson’s 
Mains; Mr. 8. M. C. Mackenzie, house at Saughton- 
road, Corstorphine ; Mr. Alexander Raitt, bungalow at 
Dovecot-road, Corstorphine ; Mr. J. Ross, bungalow at 
Drumbrae-road, Co hine; The Royal Blind 
Asylum and School Managers, workshop in Gillespie- 
crescent. 

FEATHERSTONE.—Plans passed by U.D.C.: House 
at Pontefract-road, for Mr. E. Blackburn; house at 
Pontefract-road, for Mr. P. Gwyna; house at Ponte- 
fract-road, for Mr. A. Batten; house at Pontefract- 
road, for Mr. H. Hoyland; house at Pontefract-road, 
for Mr. A. Peasant; and house at Featherstone-road, 
for Mr. J. Poppleton. 

HALSTEAD.—Messrs. Rippers, of Sible Hedingham, 
have approached the R.D.C. offering to erect 50 houses 
for their workmen if the Council would give a subsidy 
of £76 18s. 6d. per house and loan 90 per cent. of the 
value of the houses. The matter has been referred to 
the Parish Council for a report. 

HAWORTH (YORKS).: Plans passed—An electricity 
sub-station at Cross-roads, for Keighley Corporation. 

HINCKLEY.—An enquiry has been held by the M.H. 
into the U.D.C.’s application for sanction to a loan of 
£34,400, the estimated cost of the new works of sewage 
disposal. 

HOLMFIRTH.—Plans passed by U.D.C.: Two houses 
at Nabb, for Mr. H. Tinsdeall. 

Hovz.—Plans passed by T.C.:—Mr. E. E. Brown, 
house and garage, Langdale-road; Mr. E. Wallis 
Long, for Mr. 8. C. Thompson, house, Nizells-avenue ; 
Messrs. Penty & Farrar, for Mr. B. Cook, shop, 
Western-road at Cambridge-road; Mr. T. Goodchild, 
for Mr. F. Stublington, conversion into flats, 6, Selborne- 
road; Mr. A. Carden, for Mr. E. T. Atkins, conversion 
into flats, ‘‘ Westview,” Somerhill-road ; o A 
Squires, house and garage, Glendor-road; Mr. G. W. 
Warr, for Mr. L. Lewis, house, Langdale-road; Mr. 
G. W. Warr, for Mrs. H. L. Farmer, house, Palmeira- 
avenue; Mr. H. C. Hillier, for Mrs. Carter, house, 
Portland-avenue; Mr. H. M. Pett, for Mr. G. 58. 
Johnson, house, Hallyburton-road ; Mr. W. Whiteman, 
for Mr. P. Roccaplumba, house in three flats, Langdale- 
road; Mr. E. Gladman, 24 houses, Marmion-road ; 
Mr. H. M. Pett, for Messrs. Terry & Steele, pair houses, 
Hallyburton-road; Mr. W. H. Overton, for Mr. W. J. 
Keene, four pairs semi-detached houses, Langdale- 
gardens; Mr. W. H. Overton, for Mr. M. Bromet, 
conversion into flats, 24, Palmeira-square. 

IRVINE.—Plans have been passed for the renovation 
of the Roman Catholic Chapel in West-road, at an 
estimated cost of about £2,000; and for a bungalaw 
in Mill-road, for Mr. W. Shaw. 

LEEDS.—Plans have been approved for the recon- 
struction of the “ Chain and Bull,” at Moortown, for 
Messrs. Ind, Coope, Ltd., brewers, Burton; Messrs. 
A. & F. Morleys, of Wormald-row, Leeds, are the archi- 
tects. The ‘Mexborough Arms” is also to be re- 
constructed, for Messrs. Tetley’s, The Brewery, Leeds ; 
Messrs. Kitson, Parish & Ledgard, Vicar-lane, Leeds, 
are the architects. 

LONDON (BETHNAL GREEN).—Drainage plans passed 
by B.C.: At 7, Gibraltar-walk, for Messrs. C. & F. 
Rutiley ; at City of London Hospital for Diseases of the 
Heart and Lungs, for Messrs. Thomas & Thomas; at 
“Barley Mow” beerhouse, No. 15, Hague-street, for 
Mr. A. R. Mayston, for Whitbread & Co., Ltd. 

LONDON (STEPNEY).—Rebuilding of factory, Brew- 
house lane, J. A. J. Roun, for D. & W. Gibbs, Ltd. 

LONGBENTON.—The R.D.C. have approved of the 
lay-out of the Forest Hall station estate for 79 houses ; 
for a number of semi-detached houses in Forest-avenue ; 
and terrace houses in Briar-edge and Burn-avenue. 

MALVERN.—Plans passed U.D.C. :—Pair of 
cottages in the Worcester-road, vern Link, for Mr. 
C. Burston; new houses in Alexandra-road, for Mr. 
W. H. Hayes; in Mathon-road, for the Rev. R. E. 
Verini; and in Abbey-road, for Mrs. Bushell. 

MIDHURST.—Plans ssed by R.D.C.: Eight 
cottages in June-lane, for Mr. P. Ewens. 

NEATH.—The St. Joseph’s Roman Catholic School, 
Pendrill-street, is to be extended to accommodate 
sixty additional scholars. 

NEWPORT (MON).—The T.C. proposes to expend 
£28,000 on improving Dock-street and Ebenezer- 
terrace. 

NORTHALLERTON.—Messrs. Lofthouse & Sons, archi- 
tects, Middlesbrough, have submitted plans to the 
R.D.C. showing the proposed lay-out of the building 
sites on the south side of Racecourse-lane, Romanby. 
—Plaus of two bungalows for Mr. Willoughby have 
been approved. 

OGMORE.—The Ogmore and Garw U.D.C. has allo- 
cated the proposed erection of 50 houses, as follows : 
20 each at Pontynawel and Llangenior, and 10 at 
Nantymoel. 

PAISLEY.—The Paisley Victoria Eye Infirmary is to 
be extended, at an estimated cost of £6,000. 

PENMAENMAWR.—Plans sed by U.D.C.: 19 
houses, St. David’s-terrace, for the Penmaenmawr and 
Welsh Granite Co., Ltd.; three houses, Conway Old- 
road, by Cae Cyd, for Mr. J. J. Morgan, Aelybryn. 

REIGATE.—Plans. passed by R.D.C.: Cottage, 
Caterham-road, Chaldon; bungalow, Charlwood-lane, 
Charlwood; two cottages, Brighton road, Hooley ; 
12 cottages, Lee-street, Horley; house, Tinsley-road, 
Horley; 12 cottages, Bremner-avenue, orley ; 
cottage, Tinsley-road, Horley; bungalow, Balcombe- 
gardens, Horley; bungalow, Vicarage-lane, Horley ; 
bungalow, Lodge-lane, Horley; two bungalows, 
Vi lane, Horley; house, Holmesdale-road, 
South Nutfield, 
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RvuGBy.—The Governing Body of Rugby School 
contemplate erecting at an ane date a new school 
for music and geography on the Hillmorton-road. 
The building has been designed by Sir Charles 
Nicholson. 

SHEFFIELD.—Plans passed by T.C.:—Two bunga- 
lows, Dalewood-road, for Mr. J. Ramsden; bungalow, 
Kirkby-road, Gleadless, for Mr. W. E. Taylor; two 
houses, Grove-avenue, for Messrs. P. E. & H. F. 
Sargent; two houses, Grove-avenue, for Mrs. E. 
Sellars and Mrs. E. Wheelhouse ; house, Furnace-lane, 
for Mr. W. Stokes; eight houses, Underwood-road, 
for Mr. M. J. Gleeson; house, Arundel-road, Hands- 
worth, for Mr. J. Worsnop ; house, Main-road, Hands- 
worth, for Mr. E. Allen; bungalow, Dalewood-road, 
for Mr. Wm. J. Smith; bungalow, Dale vood-road, 
for Mr. P. 8. Dobson; bungalow, Dalewood-road, for 
Mrs. Fletcher; two houses, Chesterfield-road, for Mr. 
R. Jones ; 10 houses, Brooklands-crescent and avenue, 
for Mr. Riley Watson ; four tenement flats, Canterbury- 
avenue, for Mr. J. W. Sivil; two houses, Norton Lees- 
lane, for Messrs. Bonser Bros.; four houses and four 
lock-up shops, Infirmary-road and Lock-street, for 
Mr. 8. Taylor; 146 houses, Manor Estate, City-road 
and Prince of Wales-road, for Sheffield Corporation, 
Estates Committee; house, Richmond-road, for Mr. 
John Gladwin; bungalow, Seagrave-road, for Mr. 
Wm. Linacre; eight houses, Todwick-road, for Mr. 
W. Plant; two houses, Abbey-lane, for T. Alcock ; 
bungalow, Crimicar-lane, for Mr. J. A. Hanson; 
bungalow, Crimicar-lane, for Mr. C. B. Malam-Wilson ; 
two houses, Rupert-road, for Messrs. J. Vasey & Son ; 
two houses, Dalewood-road, for Messrs. C. H. Miller 
and E. G. Rowlinson; 73 houses, Sandygate-road and 
Watt-lane, for Mr. James Samuel; four houses, 
Brooklands-crescent and Brooklands-avenue, for Mr. 
Riley Watson; house, Louth-road, for Mr. T. Norman : 
house, Louth-road, for Mr. W. Norman; bungalow, 
Abbey-lane, for Mr. Booth; six houses and garages, 
Grove-road, for Mr. R. Bottomley ; house, Richmond- 
lane, for Mr. F. Atkinson; house and garage, Rich- 
mond-road and Avenue, for Messrs. W. & E. Sadler ; 
house, Nursery-street, for Messrs. Jno. Aizlewood, Ltd. ; 
house and alterations, Brincliffe Edge-road, for Mr. 
Riley Watson. 

SHEPLEY.—The Housing Committee of the U.D.C. 
have decided to erect 16 working-class houses, and the 
Council have decided to accept the offer of Mr. W. B. 
Smith for land in Joss-lane. 

SPALDING.—Plans passed by U.D.C. include for the 
erection of 13 houses by private enterprise, and eight 
houses in Carrington-road for Mr. M. Johnson. 

STAFFORD.—Plans by R.D.C.: 15 houses, 
Weeping Cross and dford Bank, for the English 
Electric Co. ; house, Vicees Cross, for Mr. R. Horne, 
Rising Brook ; bungalow, Moss Pit, Castlechurch, for 
Mr. H. T. Eachus, 211, Oxford-gardens. 

STOURPORT.—The G.W.R. propose to construct 
a new railway station, plans for which are being pre- 
pared by the Company’s engineers. 

SWANSEA.—Plans passed by T.C.: House, Pine- 
wood-road, for Mr. H. Kennard; six houses, Tycoch 
Estate, for Messrs. J. R. Banfield & Sons; two houses, 
Tycoch-road, for Messrs. Williams & Bennett; house, 
Richmond-road, for Mr. Watts Jones; electric sub- 
station, Swansea Brickworks, Fforestfach, for the 
Electricity Committee ; two houses, Llythryd-avenue, 
for Mr. L. James; nine houses, Hazel-row, for Messrs. 
Benyon Davies & Thomas; two houses and shops, 
Newton road, Mumbles, for Messrs. W. & G. Beynon ; 
house and shop, Cory street, Sketty, for Mr. C. Marles ; 
vicarage on road between Carmarthen-road and Middle- 
road, for Rev. D. Thomas ; house, West Cross-lane, for 
Mr. J. C. Williams; house, Pentrepoeth-road, Morris- 
ton, for Mr..Rupert George ; newroad, off Boarspit-lane, 
Norton, for Mr. H. G. Honey; house, Llangyfelach- 
road, Morriston, for Mr. Thos. Harris; bungalow 
Whitestone-lane, Newton, for Mr. D. Davies; three, 
houses, Pentregethin-road, for Mr. F. G. Rosser ; 
restaurant and dwelling, Glanmor Estate, for Mr. John 

e; four houses, Manor-road, Manselton, for, Messrs. 
Ll. and D. J. Thomas; bungalow, Tycoch Estate, for 
Mr. J. J. Evans; house, Manor-road, Manselton, for 
Mr. Geo. Carson; house, St. John’s-road, Manselton, 
for Mr. J. L. Matthews ; house, Manor-road, Manselton, 
for Mr. J. E. Lewis; house, Glanmor-road, for Mrs. 
Mary Thomas; two houses, Pentregethin-road, for 
Messrs. Harris & Macleod; two houses, Hendrefoilan- 
road, for Mr. H. H. Kirkpatrick; bungalow, Hendre- 
foilan-road, for Mr. D. A. Williams; house, Middle- 
road, for Mr. Ben Grey ; bungalow, Gower-road, Killay, 
for Miss M. R. Davies; bungalow, Gower-road, Killay. 
for Mr. John Davies; house, Neath-road, Plasmarl, for 
Mr. J. A. Reiman; two houses, Dinas-street, Plasmarl, 
for Mr. Edgar Thomas; bungalow, Tycoch Estate, for 
Mr. J. Tomalin; four houses, Llangyfelach-road, for 
Mrs. Mary Thomas. 

TAUNTON.—Plans have been passed for 45 houses for 
Councillor Spear. 

WHITBY.—Plans passed: House, Southend-gardens, 
for Mr. R. Vasey. 

WOODHALL SpA _(LINCS).—There is every likelihood 
of the Victoria Hotel being rebuilt; at a meeting 
held, a scheme was considered, and is about to be 
adopted. 

WoORSBOROUGH.—Plans passed by U.D.C.: Detached 
residence, Kingwell-road, Cutting End, for Dr. Beverley; 
four houses, Bank Top-road, by Messrs. H. Goldthorpe 
& C. Goldthorpe, and two houses for Mrs. J. C. Gold- 
thorpe; house, Bank Top-road, Mr. B. Francis. 

WORCESTER.—Twenty houses are to be built at 
Northwich-road by Mr. A. Vernon Rowe. 


FIRES. 


GLascow.—St. Luke’s Parish Church has been com- 
pletely destroyed by fire. 

LEICESTER.—A fire which broke out recently at 
the premises of the British Thread Mills, Lower Brown 
street, Leicester, caused damage estimated to amount 
to about £25,000, 

LLANDUDNO.—For the second time within fourteen 
months, the drapery premises of Messrs. Arthurs, 
Llandudno, have been | ag by fire. The damage 
estimated is nearly £20,000, ‘ 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS.’ 


{Owing to the e 
xceptional circumstances which prevail at the present time, prices of materials should be confirmed by inquiry.—Ed.) 
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Hann YorE— SET gw cvcccces 2 1/11} Hi A ie - in barrels .... " e438 
Delivered at any Goods Station London. CU wm casisess 2/1 2/43 3/5} aoe |” + indrums .... 0 ii 
ye payee ay Cube 5 6 LG. Coatep Som Pires— ion Prices ex works rs se . a ee : ; te 
8 under Bends, stock Branches, 8 side . so 

~ S, cope ray ® secceee Per Ft. Super 5 4 Pipe, angles. stock angles. Parpentife in Barrels = «=... ; : i 

sin. awa A} 4 ATE - : 10 2 her in éfte plain : os 2 iF . Genuine Ground English White teed, per tou 60 0 0 

sin. ditto, ditto 2 6 2} in. 6 ; ° 6 ; 38 (In not less than 5 cwt. casks.) 

2 in. self-faced random flags..Per Yard Super 7 11 34 » mt ea ‘ H st . 46 oa al LEAD PaintT— 

” +. 3 3 48 0 . ¢ “ “Nine _ Elms 
ARTIFICIAL STONE. ‘in 5 3 2 -§ ot seem. ‘Supremos,” “St. Paul's,” 

Delivered in London Area in full van loads. 8, 4. unio Dnats Birks—London Prices &x works. ty Al 

EE A oxecéucabulsiouscuss perft.cube 6 6 Bends, stock Branches ee ae 

Moulé<d ..... ponegedsentines ee eB Pipe. angles, stock angles. Red Lead, Dry ( nes ea rs 67 18 0 

eer . . *eeeeeeeee 8. ~4 > 

CUS cece ccccnneeenennceeees * * 8 3 Sin. per yd. in Oft. lengths 49 oe = 3 & — i eachhdap soe per cwt. v 16 0 

” a * eee eee eee eee ee eeee wt. 5 5 
woop. sin. |. : : 68. $ Size. XD Quality. ...........se00- on fin. 0 ‘ é 
o wit s 16-18 2 ‘m- AD Quality............. accented 
: GOOD BUILDING DEAL. Cin. - ** 810 eee G (Concluded on page.) 
nches. per stan. Inches r stan. . Lond next e. 
: - 7. cece = . x - eer 0 Inon— | aw a . a a ne informat! this bee 
coos & ‘ x ll ot 3460 al > on given on page bas n 

68 © .cus< 20 0 5 Be ese 34 «(0 Staffordshire Crown B 1810 © to 1610 0 epociaty for BUILDER and is copyrizc t. 

¢ 1 : coee = . :. x 9 sees 33 0 oie merchant ity 140 0 16 0 0 pd in tl me list AIS fiLit,- a 

aces 2) x en ordshire “ : - 

-aBe an BOLT & Oa ee ST cenake css 17 0 0 seo ST Quality and quantity tity obvions|:»aflec 

2x 7 1, 86 01 8 & 6 cits 86 0 «Mild Steel Bare 2.255.555 1210 @ °: 13:10 0 prices—o thot wales should be semsecarered by those 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS (con¢d.) 


GLASS. 


ENGLISH SHEET GLASS IN CRATES OF STOCK 
SIZES_AND IN SQUARES IN ORDINARY SIZES. 


Per Ft. Per Ft, 
15oz. fourths.... 39d. 32 oz. fourths........ 83d. 
16. thirds .... G20. SD ., CRiRMO | iccccer 103d. 
21 ,, fourths .. 5d Obscured Sheet, 150z. 4d. 
91 ,, thirds .... 84a. 21 ,, Sad. 


26 fourths .. Fluted 150z. 63d., 2102. 93d 
26% thirds .... 7a. En’lled 150z. 5$d., 21oz. 73d. 
Extra price aecording to size and substance for squares 
cut from stock. 


ENGLISH ROLLED PLATE IN CRATES OF STOCK 





SIZES. Per Ft 
& Rolled MEAs. .....cccccccccsccccccccscccs 43d. 
DB, BOM BORE. cccccacccccccccsccccecsesees 54d. 
[” MME 0. tc hota nneh ehecaneninnes 54d. 
Figured Rolied, Oxford Rolled, Baltic, Oceanic, 
Arctic, Stippolyte, and small and large 
PE EEE eh ho cénucdbancressecce es 63d. 
eae eee ee 9d. 
EE, hoe Cia na cdins dash ad sbasdadnee 6d. 
White Rolled Cathedral ..........cccceeee 54d. 
Tinted Thc... , Metshbi kirk shh anh tam adeates 7id. 
Cast Plate is same price as rough rolled. 
VARNISHES, &«. = *",Sallon. 
el TS 5s 6k08ceseaennawean 014 #O 
OS rrr eer 016 0 
DEOPEMEE =k ccwnccneecesesosens 018 0 
DEE oi ¢itaenrtctnccenendaes 1 0 0 
Pale Copal Carriage i 4 0 
DD 6.56540 50006Osa0e0eK ees 112 0 
ST CD ccs ctcucteesacdec® 018 0O 
DCP PPE § scocencesecences 018 O 
Fine Copal Cabinet 1 2 6 
Fine Copal Flatting 1 0 6 
DE EEE cc nccucdcdcceese 018 O 
Fine Hard Drying Oak ........... ditts 019 0O 
Fine Copal Varnish ...ccccccccces tto 1 0 0 
a 2 §«~—Ss éreneesdonsceses ditto 1 2 0 
ee ce eedaanniae ditto 112 0 
Went Zama Geb Base occ ccccccccccsccces 012 0O 
PRP. cc ctgececneeneescousee 012 0 
Oak and Mahogany Stain (water).......... 012 0 
oS { ere ae 
Berlin Black .......-. $iaueedeecenenios 014 0 
De CED ccctnanesscocoassceducs 1 6 6 
French and Brush Polish ................ 017 0 
Liquid Dryersin Terebine .............. 09 O 
Cuirass Black Enamel. ......ccccccccccces ey < 
0 


Obituary. 


The death occurred recently, at Workington, 
of Mr. George Hy. Chambers, aged seventy, who 
had carried on business as a builder and con- 
tractor for over forty years. 


Colchester Councillors’ Subsidy. 

The Colchester Town Council recently decided 
to send a deputation to the Ministry of Health 
with a view to the removal of the restrictions 
which prevent members of councils receiving 
a subsidy under the Housing Acts if they desire 
to build. A member of the Colchester Town 
Council, who proposes to build five bungalows, 
has been informed that it is illegal to take the 
grant of £100 per house offered by the council 
if he remains a member of the council. The 
Ministry of Health have upheld this decision. 
The Ministry, it is stated, hold that the receipt 
by a member of a council of a lump sum grant 
under the Housing Acts operates as a disquali- 
fication under section 12 of the Municipal 
Corporations Act of 1882. 


YX THE BUILDER ®& 


TENDERS. 


Gommunications for insertion under this h should 
to “The Editor,” and must reach him not 
later than Tuesday evening. 
* Denotes accepted. t Denotes provisionally accepted. 
t Denotes recommended for acceptance. 
§ Denotes accepted subject to modifications. 





ABERKENFIG.—For (1) erection of 30 parlour- 
type houses, in pairs, with boundary walls and drains ; 
and (2) short extension of road with surface water 
drainage, &c. Mr. F. H. Heaven, architect and sur- 
veyor, 33, Coronation-street, Aberkenfig :— 


Houses, per pair— 


Bde UN, GEE octenedces £1,050 0 0 
EKelipse Builders Ltd., Porth- 
ETT i eee 1,022 4 6 
Hill & Morgan, Bridgend...... 998 0 0 
E. Clark, Melton Mowbray .. 972 0 0 
8S. A. Bartlett, Ogmore Vale. . 960 0 0 


*C. Jewell & Son, Aberkenfig 


PE ae ers 880 8 0 
*Wm. Whitlock, Aberkenfig (for 
2 |= eee ees 880 8 0 
E. & H. James, Cardiff........ 865 0 0 
Roads and sewers— 
8. A. Bartlett, Ogmore Vale.... 1,100 0 0 
E. Clark, Melton Mowbray .... 940 0 0 
*C. Jewell & Son, Aberkenfig.. . . 925 0 O 
Hill & Morgan, Bridgend...... 776 0 0 


AMMANFORD.—For building central school to 
accommodate 500, for the Carmarthenshire E.C. Mr. 
W. V. Morgan, County Architect, County Offices, 
Carmarthen :— 


W. Williams & Sons, Ammanford .. £20,025 
D. J. Thomas, Ammanford ........ wean 
George Mercer & Sons, Ltd., Llanelly 18,888 
D. L. Rees, Brynamman .......... 17,813 
D. Howell & Son, — ae wiedsone 17,517 
Lewis Davies, Llanell Sarre 17,490 
Gathen Building & Joinery Co., Ltd., 

DE. <atuwadktnens sas 005s ay -508 
John Evans, Burry Port .......... 16,985 


Benjamin Howell « Son, Ltd., Llanelly 16, 436 
David Bevan, Tirydail, ‘Ammanford 15, ,999 
William Evans, Ammanford ........ 15,478 
*Charles Thomas «& Co., Llandilo .... 14,998 
ARBROATH.—For relaying with granolithic about 
7,000 yds. of footways to (1) Class I roads; (2) Class IT 
roads, for the T.C. Mr. D. H. Shaw, Burgh Engineer, 
Arbroath :— 
*Ramsay & Gordon, Arbroath o) £1,612 14 
798 0 
ASHBURTON. —For carrying wa water scheme, 
for the U.D.C. 
°A. J. Steer, Ltd., Plymouth.... £3,781 4 5 
BARNSLEY.—For the enutien of 100 non-parlour 
roe on site adjoining Kendray Hospital, for the 


[S, TA, B aioc acs ccsnaces £362 10 
BARNSLEY.—For conversion of privies into water- 
closets, Pindar Oaks Cottages, for the T.C. Borough 
Engineer, Fairfield House Offices, Barnsley :— 
Builder and drainlayers’ work— 
", Eh. DAUR, BOG. oc cicccccces £203 


BRADFORD.—For the erection of 20 concrete 
bungalows on the Brierley Hall Estate, for the 
T.C. :— 


oe ft ee eer ee £7,025 


BRADFORD.—For the erection of 22 houses on the 
Lower Grange Estate, for the T.C. :— 
SH; GRE © BO. 6 i cc cdicccacscscss £8,513 
BRADFORD.—For the erection of new shop front 
at 31, Darley-street, for the T.C. :— 
SO ee eer ee £237 13 
BRADFORD.—For erection of 200 concrete houses 
on the Bierley Hall Estate, for the Corporation :— 


*Hy. Boot & Sons, Sheffield and 
DN 64 oh bh aheckes per house £418 


823 


BRADFORD.—For erection of 38 houses for the 
Bradford Guild of Social Service. (Amended accept- 
ance in lieu of tender.withdrawn by J. P. Leach, 
Girlington) :-— 

*Allan Shephard, Queensberry. 


BROMLEY.—For the erection of houses, for the 
R.D.C, :— 


World’s End-lane, Chelsfield—Six houses :-— 


*F. W.. Atkins, Bromley :.....-..:... £2,550 
Post Office site, Knockholt—Eight houses :— 

"Es. Wy SDS cccenssunutewecewcs 3,400 
Westerham-road, Keston—20 houses :-— 

*R. Large, Orpington .........0.66 8,480 
Hearn’s-road, St. Paul’s Cray :— 

, > eae eer. 6,604 


BURNTISLAND.—For plumber and gasfitter works 
of five’ blocks of houses on the Haugh site, for the 
T.C. Mr. J. A. Waddell, Burgh Surveyor, Burntis- 


land :-— 
Martin Macaulay, Burntisland.. £642 17 11 
Walter Crow, Aberdour........ 614 910 
W. 8. Crow, Burntisland...... 610 7 2 
*“H. Twaddle & Son, Glasgow.... 504 9 3 


CHICHESTER.—For plant for ‘the sewage works 
for the T.C. :-— 


*Tangye—Sludge pump ............ £2038 0 
*General Electric Co.— Dynamos and 

EE Stic eduedinekenae 343 0 

ee ae eee 103 10 


CLOWNE.—For erection of 40 housesforthe R.D.C. 
—eight houses at Barlborough, 16 houses at Clowne, 
and 16 houses at. Whitwell :— 

*G. Rowley, Woodhouse, Sheffield... £14,644 

CROYDON.—For additions to the engine room at 
generating station, for the T.C, :— 

RE errr Terre £3,785 

CUDWORTH.—For erection of 34 houses with 
streets and sewers, for the U.D.C.. Mr. J. R. Shephard, 
Surveyor, Council Offices, Cudworth, near Barnsley :— 


Barwell & Farrance, Sheffield .... £18,057 0 
Oaklands, Ltd., Wombwell ...... 14,110 0 
J.H.S. Randall, Ltd., Sheffield .. 14,048 10 
W. Johnson, Wombwell ........ 13,630 0 
W.H. Fuller, Wath-on-Dearne 13,305 10 
W. Jennings & Son, Barnsley ....% 12,905 8 


DROITWICH.—For extension of sewage lines to 
the new Borough boundary at Falsham Pits, for the 


T.C. 

*Tilts Bros., Broomsgrove ............ £579 

(Six tenders were received varying from £903 to 
the accepted tender.) 

EDWORTH, BEDS.—For improvements to the 
Rectory House and premises, Edworth, for Rev. 
R. A. Sparway. Mr. W. B. Stonebridge, architect, 


ey — 
eS FS Rare Tere £930 
8. Redhouse EE ois salad delaras 898 
, OE Se ee ee 869 
x. ere rr -. 846 


ELSTAR, BEDFORD.—For alterations to , 
Green House, for Rev. 8. V. Hartley.’ Mr. W. B. 
Stonebridge, architect, Bedford :— 

*Baines & Lirket, Bedford .......... £1,386 


ERITH-—For reinstatement and _ erection of 
Crescent-road School, for the U.D.C. Mr. Harold 
Hind, Engineer and Surveyor, Council Offices, Erith :-— 

*F. Ling & Sons, Erith. .....cccccses £3,140 


EXETER.—For erection of 45 houses, for the T.C. 
City Architect, 2, Southernhay West, Exeter :-— 
*Exeter Master Builders’ Federation— 
Average price, per house ........ £524 
The following builders have undertaken the work :— 
Stephens & Stephens, Exeter—5 houses. 
Woodman & Son, Exeter—5 houses. 
F. E. Sleeman, Exeter—4 houses. 
M. T. Sleeman & Sons, Exeter—3 houses. 
i. C. Lea & Co., Ltd., Exeter—5 houses. 
W. R. Brealy, Exeter—€ houses. 
E. T. Curtis, Exeter—5 houses. 
Ham & Passmore, Exeter—5 houses. 
A. E. Eveleigh, Exeter—5 houses. 


(Continued on page 325) 
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F. J. BARNES, Ltd., 


PORTLAND STONE QUARRY OWNERS. 


Stone from these quarries used in refacing Buckingham Palace, 
the construction of Waterloo Station and Victory Arch, etc. 


OFFICE & WORKS: 
PORTLAND, DORSET. 


LONDON 


eee, 


: 


OFFICE : 
25, NINE ELMS LANE, S.W.8. 


omen rtetetechewttectae acer eee ae aw ee ea ee eee oat ee at 


Poe eee eee ete 













‘& THE BUILDER 









[Fesruary 22, 1084. 


CURRENT PRICES FOR BUILDING WORK IN LONDON." 











; EXCAVATOR. 

Dieging and throwing or wheeling and filling carts, s do 

and carting away to shoot—6 ft. deep .... 

Add if in clay = irennenpecbstsesens i ee ‘ ) 

Add for every additional depth of 6 ft. ........ ” ” 0 6 

Planking and strutting to trenches ............ perfootsuper 0 5 
Do. to sides of excavation, including shoring ., ,, 1 0 

CONCRETOR. 

Portland cement concrete in foundation 1 to6 .. per yardcube 35 0 

Add if im underpinning in short lengths ........ » 7 6 

Add if in floors 6 in. thick ................ eves ” ” 3 6 

SEED ss ccechococcereseseces cocces ” ” 4 0 

Add if aggregate 1: 2: 4.......... esenane e a 10 0 

Add for hoisting not exceeding 10 ft. beyond the 

See EN. 5k.05080b606cndnneseuksarbeesec °° 3 3 
BRICKLAYER. 

wan ~~ “pees in lime mortar and Fletton £8. d. 

HEED cccccccccccces enccccceccoccecs ee rod 30 0 

RE eccccece “ 7 10 0 

Add if in Staffordshire blues .............. sees ” 22 0 «0 

Add if in Portland cement and sand ........ oe ” 20 0 

FACINGS. 
Extra for facing in English or Flemish bond for 
every 10s. per 1,000 over the price of the eom- 
ST EEE eunceseébducenseescecceesoess perft.super 0 0 1} 
POINTING, 
Neat flat struok or weathered joint ...... ecocee Ol 00 3 
ARCHES. 

Extra only to the price of ordinary brickwork :— 

Fair external in half brick rings ............. ‘2 @ 0 010 

Axed in stocks COREE eee HEHE EEE Ee eeeeees ” ” 0 l 9 

Rubbed and oo jointed in putty camber or 

EEE . Ceebseseconseseededanes ea 060 
SUNDRIES. 
Damp course in double course of slates breaking 
joint and bedded in Portland cement ...... ,, 011 
Setting ordinary register grates and stoves .... each 10 0 
Betting kitchener, including forming flues, &c., 
with all necessary fire bricks ........ ecccce * 415 0 
ASPHALTER. s. d. 

Half-inch horizontal damp course ........ esse poryardsup, 4 3 

Three-quarter-inch vertical damp course eee ” 9 0 

t inch on flats in two thicknesses............ +. ” ” 6 6 
SEEDED cscscngceseccsosesesocecocoocces perfootrun 0 3 

Skirting and fillet 6 in. high .............. cece ° 1 3 

MASON. 

York stone templates fixed ............ eoeees porfootcube 12 6 

York stone sills fixed .............. cecccees oe o © 21 6 

Bath stone and all labour fixed ............+. % 10 6 

Portland stone fixed ........ccccccccccccecs ‘ » we 19 6 

SLATER. 

Welsh 16 in. x 8 in. 3 in. lap, including nails.... per square 72 9 
Do. 20 in. x 10 in. Do. Do. eoee ” 80 9 
Do, 24 in. x 12 in. Do. Do. eee * 90 0 

CARPENTER AND JOINER. 

Vir framed in plates .........cccececcccccces per foot cube 5 3 
joists eoeesceseses eeeeteeeee ” ” 5 9 
Do. roofs, floors and partitions ........5. 3» =» 6 3 
SEED éeccnseeccvessesees eeeceees 7 w 8 3 

ey yap | 2 
Deal rough close boarding ...... per sq. | 38/- | 44/- | 50/- | 30/- 
Flat centering for concrete floor, in- s. d 
cluding struts or hangers ‘ >. - eeseneceneeeues 50 0 
ie OO eee per ft. SUD... .. cece eee eees ss. 

Centres forarches ..........000. ee soeeee L 6 

Gutter boards and bearers rr 1 0 

FLOORING. ATE om tS 13” 

Deal-edges shot ....... eeccces per sq. 49/- | 58/-  67/- 

Do. tongued and grooved ...... - | | 54/- | 65/- | 72/- 

Do. matchings .............. » | 45/= | 55/- | 

Moulded skirting, including back- 

ings and grounds .......... perft.sup.| 1/6| 1/9 | 2/0 | 2/6 
SASHES AND FRAMES. s. d. 

One-and-a-half moulded sashes or casements.... perfoot super 1 10 

Two Do. Do. Do. ee ” ” 2 l 

Add for fitting and fixing ..........6...0.e00s ” ” 0 4 

Deal-cased frames with 1 in ‘nner and outer 

linings, 14 in. pulley stilec .ongued to linings, 

hard wood sills with 2 in. moulded sashes in 

equares double hung, double hung with pul- 

leys, lines and weights; averagesize........ , * 3 9 
DOORS. } mar) 1°?) 2 

Two-panel squaretramed ............ per ft.sup.| 2/1 | 2/4 2/6 

Four-panel DO cceccsecececse v0 | 2/6| 2/8; 2/11 

Two-panel moulded both sides ........ a |; 2/8; 2/11) 3/2 

Four- pane! Do. Do. — ceccceee o |} 3/il} 3/2 | 3/5 


only 


* These prices apply to new a 
percentage of 1s sho 


ild be added for 


They cover superintendence by foreman and 
mployers’ Liability and National Health and Unemployment Acts and from Is. 6d. per £100 fo 
information given on this page is copyright. 





CARPENTER AND JOINER—continued. 

















FRAMES. a 4. 
Deal wrot moulded and rebated ..............perfootcube 14 9 
‘i Fo 
Plain deal jamb linings framed ...... perft.sup.| 1/8{/ 1/9) 2/9 
Deal shelves and bearers .........- ” 1/5} 1/7| 1/10 
Add if cross tongued  ............+. « 2d. 2d. 21 
STAIRCASES. 
Deal treads and risers in and 1" 13° | 19° | 2° | 23° 
including rough brackets ...... | 2/1} 2/4) 2/9) — 
Deal strings wrot on both 
sides and framed ........- ooo} LB] Be] 22) 28 ™ 
3. ° 
Housings for steps and risers ......- «+++ eres each 0 Il 
Deal balusters, lin. x Ip im. ..........0- ee eens per ft. run. 0 9 
Mahogany handrail; average 3in.x3in. ...... ” “ 6 0 
Add Sumeal nbeeeeensensdeesecessesoonss ” “ 11 10 
Addif wreathed ........cccccesecccceseccces ° o 23. (9 
FIXING ONLY IRONMONGERY (INCLUDING SCREWS). 
6 in. barrel bolts .......... S8$d. | Rimlocks§ ..........+... 2/4 
Sash fasteners ..........- -11$d. | Mortice locks nencaee Gee 




















Casement fasteners ........ 1/5 | Patent spring hinges and 
Casement stays..........6. 1/2 letting in to floor and 
Cupboard locks .......... 1/5! making good . 19/- 
FOUNDER AND SMITH. s. a 
Rolled steel joists ........... cece cece eee eeeeceecees perewt.17 0 
Plain compound girders ..........eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees » 2 @ 
Do. CED nck csccdcccedccccceucee = 23 «0 
Tm FOOE WEEE cc cccccccecpececccccccssecossccccceces e 28 0 
RAIN- WATER GOODS. 
| 3° 4” 5” 6” 
Half-round plain rebated joints ., ft.run| I/II} 2/44, 3/7 4/- 
Ogee Do. Do. ee o 2/44; 3/1 | 3/10) 4/9 
Rain-water pipes withears ...... ” 2/9 | 3/7 
Extra for shoes and bends ...... each | 4/4/ 5/11 
Do. stop d ends eeeeeececes ” 1/il 2/44 3/7 4/- 
Do. nozzles for inlets ...... ” 2/2 | 2/7 3/10) 4/3 
PLUMBER. s. 4 
Milled lead and laying in flashings and gutters ...... perewt. 54 ) 
Do. Do. SEED sccncecece eteweese Po 52 0 
Extra Jabour and solder in coated cesspools ........ each 6 9 
Welt joint ..cccccccccccccccccccccsccccsecceees perft rua 0 6 
Soldered seam ........ seeeeeee peincctbennaebion > - : 6 
Co r nailin were ee. eee ee ee@ess ePeeeettes o » ij 
ppe 8 4” 2° i l ’ 9° 4° 
Drawn lead waste perft.run| lid. | 1/8 1/il 5 4/2 
Do. service ,, 1/7 | 2/1 2/6 | 3/10 
Do. soil = 5/10 
Bends in lead pipe each 3/3 8/2 
Soldered stop ends, 1/2 1/8 | 2/1 3/6 
Red lead joints .... ,, Md. | 1/- | 73 | ayte | 274 | 4710 
Wiped soldered joints ,, 2/10 | 3/6 | 4/- | 4/ 6/6 | 99 
Lead traps and clean- 
ing screws ...... » 14/7 {19/6 
Bib cocks and joints ..,, 6/4 | 9/7 16/4 |41/- 
Stop cocks and joints _,, 16/4 |17/2 25/8 |64/- 
PLASTERER. e. d. 
Render, float and set in lime and hair .......... per yard sup, 2 2 
Do. Do. Oe sctccenns cecce ” ~ : 4 
Do. Do. Keen's eeeereeeee eeeeee _ 3 3 
BERRIES 6ececncsécniccessecsscees a i 9 
BER MRE EEE §«cocccccesccccccecccesces eo Oe ” 23 
Portland cement screed ............ ec eeeeee oe 1 10 
Do. plainface ....... sbbebaseseananenees ” ” 3 0 
Mouldings in plaster ....... sealed, (heen aceeee-erib ids per | girth 0 1} 
One-and-a-half granolithic pavings ............ per vard sup. 5 9 
GLAZIER. 
GB ee GROUPED cccccccccctsccccocceccsces ee pertootsup U ¥ 
26 0z. Do. soocccccovecceoseesoncesees —— 1 i 
Obsoured sheet ..... pesecesabessbeesseeneneos . - 1 3 
} in. rolled plate ....... nensielbeseadsednag en » ss 09 
} in. rough rolled or cast plate ........ee+se0s .  «@ a 011 
in. wired cast plate .........ceeeeeeeeeeeees ‘a 5 3 
PAINTER. 
Preparing and distempering, 2coats .......... per yard -"p 0 9 
Knotting and priming ..........++-++++ ecccce . « v 0 7 
Plain painting 1 COat 2... ccc cece eee cence eens ” 0 ° 
Do DOE oncawegenndetdessccecest ” “ 12 
Do. DOR. 2c cocecrscsccccececoses - ” 1 9 
Do. SOU ss kwedececeseseeseccesa - - 2 4 
Graiming ... -. ccccccccccccccccccccccccsccces oe , - 3 
Varnishing CWICO cccccccccccccccccccccccccccs ° : 9 
Bist cc cccccecceseeccccccecesssseseessasece ° 0 3 
Platting ....cceccccceseccccecsceceneeesssess 07 
OIE no 000646 006066006060cesegseeseen estes ‘ i x 
Waxpolishing .......0...seeeeecceeereeeeees pertootsup 0 . 
French polishing ..........eeeeeeenesecereres - i 2 
Preparing for and hanging paper ....-+-++++++- per piece 2/-to 4/- 


carry a profit of 10% om the prime cost without 


r Fire Insurance. 


establishment charges. A 


The whole of tne 
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TEN DERS'—(Continuei from page 323.) 
FLLEY.—For the construction of a new borehole in 
connection with the T.C.’s water undertaking :— 
*Matthews «& Co., Ltd., Manchester. 


GATESHEAD.—For erection of 104 houses on the 
Carr’s Hill Estate, for the T.C. :-— 
+The Co-operative Wholesale 
Society, Ltd. (Building 

Dept.), Manchester 


GRAYS, 
Ward-avenue, 
Shiner, architect, 


eased £44,818 10 2 
ESSEX.—For laying a 12 in. sewer in 
Grays, Essex. Mr. Christopher M. 
“The Bara,” Grays, Essex :-— 


Brown Bros. (Grays), Ltd., Essex.. £882 0 
W. & C. French, Beeexk........200. 735 0 
SE Renosccccccens 669 10 
*W. E. Walsham, Essex..........+- 650 0 


HARROGATE.—For extensions and alterations tu 
“Crimple Dene’ House, near Boston Spa. Messrs. 
Brie rley & Rutherford, Architects, York :— 


*J.S. Wright & Sons, Leeds. 


HULL.—For the erection of 200 houses on Cotting- 
ham-road site, for the T.C, :— 
*p, T. Kettlewell ......... etude £85,456 


KINGSBRIDGE, DEVON.—For the erection of 
house at Thurlestone, for Mr. Osmond Moore. Messrs. 
Rowell Locke & Son, architects, Newton Abbot. 
Quantities by Messrs. Harris & hills, Paignton and 
Torquay :— 

WB. Ce Bate so cncecccnes £1,250 

KIRKINTILLOCH.—For the supplying and laying 
of new water mains from Antermony Loch to Campsie 
oo in connection with a new water scheme for the 

el Millar & Son, 


Kirkintilloch £3,471 14 4 


LEEDS.—For erection of a hostel for the Salvation 
Army Council at Stafford-street, Hunslet :— 


*Wm. Simpkiss, Highgate Works, Hunslet. 


LLANELLY.—For erection of school to accommodate 
100 children, for the Carmarthen E.A. Mr. W, Vincent 


Morgan, County Architect, County Offices, Carmar- 
then :— 
Charles Thomas & Co., Lilandilo .. £2,900 0 
Hughes « Samuel, Pwil Lianelly .. 2,805 0 
D. Howell & Son, Llandebie ...... 2,624 10 
R. Morgan, Pontyberem ........ 2,600 0 
*C. Mercer & Sons, Llanelly ...... 2,490 0 
Henry Evans, Llandilo .......... 2,430 0 


LONDON.—For paving works in connection with 
the Poy 7 gd of 57, Charing Cross, for the West- 
minster C.C. : 


Alexander Thomson & Co. 

(London), Ltd. .......... £1,832 9 2 
Improved W ood Pavement Co., 
i SPR pape > 1,540 18 2 
W. Griffiths & Co., Ltd. ...... 1,498 18 4 
Oe Fee 1,471 4 4 
Mowlem «& Cis Ee. baekcces 1,390 2 6 
*Acme Flooring & Paving Co. 

NE eee 1,383 16 10 


LONDON.—Resurfacing 2,400 yds. of roadway in 
Well-street, with Duraphalt natural rock asphalte 
carpeting ia in. thick, for the Hackney B.C. : 

*Whitehall Asphalt & Engineering Co.—7s. 5d. 
per yd., with free maintenance for five 
years. 


LONDON.—For laying of asphaltic paving in 
certain roads, for the Hackney B.C. : 


*H. V. Smith & Co.—7s. 10d. per sq. yd., with 
five years free maintenance. 


LONDON.—For extension at St. George’s Baths, 


for the Stepney B.C.: 
Turnbull & Son, Eashenee eer £1,096 
Patman & Fotheringham, ae ,084 
Ashby & Horner, Shadwell, E.1 ...... 1,079 
J. Jarvis & Sons, E.8..........ccccce 1,075 
Geo. Barker, E. Ayer aechend denaep tins 1,037 
W. Gladding & Co., E.1 ............ 915 
*Harris & W; Endeon, etinsds 4a 909 


LONDON.—For construction of dry pl 
Dp aygrounds 
at Finsbury Park and Ravenscourt Park, for the L.C.C. : 


F insbury Ravenscourt 
‘ Park. Park. 
7€0. Bell & Bone, TGs .é .c'eccs £3,293 0 £1,562 
Hodsons, Ltd. :............. 2'997 0 2'997 
Neal & Sons ............ 2°985 0 1,387 
ae ie 27950 0 1,295 
“Howard Farrow.............. 2'615 10 1,238 
LONDON.— For the construction of the Eltham 
sewer, for the L.C.C. 
James Byrom, Ltd., Picca- 
- i We scbcotatosc. £286,319 4 5 
vaiter Seott & Middleton, 
Sen Rg SRN hing nent eee 280,395 6 0O 
cha Price & Son, 8.W..... 277,561 15 10 
ite mM u mee Sons 
Met Cont itdes 8.W.....05.. 271,581 10 4 
I . litan ‘Tunnel and 
Public Works Co., Ltd., 
—_, "pene ponanes aces 259,401 7 114 
w don), Ltd., S.W. ...... a251,701 8 9 
m. Muirhead, Macdonald, 
Wilson & Co., Ltd. 8.W. 238,165 13 10 


“Kinnear, Moodie & Co., 8.W 223° 721 7 2 
@ Tender based on current rates of wages 


\® THE BUILDER 


LONDON.—For (1) renovating the surface of bare 
areas at Tooting Common; and (2) cleaning out 
ornamental ponds at Wandsworth Common, for the 

.C.C, :— 


Tooting Wandsworth 
Common. Common, 
eae £1,800 £1,910 
| eae 1,700 1,689 
Geo. Bell & Sons, Ltd. .... 1,685 2,080 
*Howard Farrow.......... 1,595 1,590 
Sis EE cee antanas 1,565 1,900 
Neal’s tender accepted jor Tooting 


Common and Farrow's for Wandsworth. 


_ LONDON.—For completion of the carriageways and 
footways of certain roads on the second section of the 
Roehampton estate, for the L.C.C. :— 


Geo. Wimpey & Co., Ltd. . £4,932 16 3 
- ¢  SE en sress: "439 12 0 
ea, SE sn ieeacwile pace 4,156 9 4 
Henry Woodham «& Sons, Ltd. 4, "126 8 8 
W.N. Wheeler & Co., Ltd. .... 4,119 14 0 
Wm. Shepherd & Sons, Ltd..... 4,11) 7 5 
Gunn, McNeil, Ltd. .......... 844 0 0 
Joha Mowlem & Co., Ltd....... 3,778 14 4 
PE EE” Sbéncactinkee ns ,636 19 0 
i FF |) ae 3,564 11 10 
~~ - >  °»84 ere 3,096 19 4 


MANCHESTER.—For erection of block of offices, 
tor Messrs. R. Johnson, Clapham & Morris, Ltd. Mr. 
Arthur Clayton, architect, Duchy Chambers, Clarence- 
street, Manchester :-— 


*J. Byrom, Ltd., Bury........ (approx.) £20,000 


MARSHLAND.—For the erection of three pairs of 
houses at Tilney, for the R.D.C. :— 


"hs. Wr Dc teceneeenenns Per pair £809 


METROPOLITAN ASYLUMS BOARD.—The fol- 
lowing tenders have been received by the Board :— 


Goldie Leigh Homes—Installation of ironing machine— 


American L: 7 Machinery 
ie Bg Gis. ccadeenice £510 15 0O 
8. Hodge & ey Nita. Millwall 270 0 O 
J. Armstrong & Co., Ltd., E.C.. 270 0 0 
TD. 6 A _ Tullis, Ltd., Kingsw: Ay, 
POTTTTIVITTrTrTrT Tire 250 0 O 
Queen Pri Hospital for Children—Conversion of 
botlers— 
Halliwell Furnace & AERS 
= Aree 289 7 6 
Gallagher «& Crompton, Romiley . “275 0 0 


Pillatt & Co., Ltd., Stapleford. . 200 0 0 


Harland & Wolff, Ltd., Woolwich 190 0 0 
Premier Electric Welding Co., 
OS errr rr 188 5 0 
Meldrums, Ltd., Altrincham. 179 0 0 
S. Hodge « Sons, Ltd., Millwall. 140 0 O 
tH. & T. Danks (Netherton), Ltd. 
PN Nee Gnnnacaeeaeress 135 0. 0 


S. Margaret’s Hospital and Bower Cottage—Cleaning, 
painting and repairs— 


A Rare £299 0 O 
Building Renovations, Ltd., W. 262 0 0 
Dilliway & Co., Kensington.... 243 14 0 
Greenwood & Son, Ltd., W..... 23418 7 
Hensun & Co., Wood Green.... 230 0 0 
J.8. Fenn, Woolwich.......... 217 0 0 
J. Hocking & Co., Chariton.... 213 0 0 
F. Cousins, Holloway.......... 199 4 0 
J. Dates 20Gq BGii..ccccess 198 10 0 
E. Stevens, St. Albans........ 195 0 0 
W. S. Sharpin, Bow .......... 189 0 0 
Whitbys, Ltd., W.C........... 188 12 0 
C. H. Boyd & Son, Ltd., W..... 188 0 0 
Douglass, Halse & Co., Ltd., 
WEN s0-decedotsecuune 187 0 0 
W. Gower & Son, Leytonstone... 169 0 0 
H. A. Thomas & Son, eee 162 0 0 
i. eS SC ee 158 10 0O 
Barnes & Co., Lewisham...... 149 0 0 
E. Proctor & Sons, Plumstead.. 148 0 0 
D. C. Bowyer, Belvedere, Kent.. 147 0 0 
G. Bennett, Hornsey Rise...... 142 10 0 
tJ. Dennis, St. Albans.......... 120 0 0 
Tooting Bec Mental Hospital extension—Supply of 
bricks— 
Red facing Red squint 
bricks. bricks. 
per 1,000, 
Eastwoods, Ltd., S.E. ...... £619 6.. £1210 0 
Red Bank Manufacturing Co., 
OO 610 0O.. 710 0 
R. Passmore & Co., Limehouse 6 5 0 75 0 
tYoung & Son. Ltd., ee ae ee 612 6.. i 
Grooved Hardsound Grooved 
Flettons ‘‘ seconds” wire cut 
stock bricks. 


per 1,000. 
W. T. wueiub & duns, 
E. C. rr — we ee ie — 


Ep Maginn —— a et 
C. Burley, Ltd., Sit- 
tingbourne’ hades ca as 


6 
..— 
J. A. Pratt & Co., 0 


Ltd., Watford... £3 12 6.. 414 — = a 
The London Brick 

2, tee mw... 8 8 8... — —- 
R. Passmore & Co., 

Limehouse ..... 3 8 3.. 4 6 9.. -- 
Eastwoods, Ltd., 

Ee tet ininikenia > V1. 2S _ 
Young & Son,Ltd., B.38-6 6.. 4510... — 
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MITCHAM.—For erection of public conveniences 
Pair Green, for the U.D.C. The Surveyor, Broadway 
House, Mitcham :— 

T. Taylor, Mitcham ......... £1,187 17 5 
A. F. Simpson, South Norwood 1,178 0 0 
F, & G. Foster, Norwood Junct. 1,158 0 0 

1 > 


DA, ED. ncn escnceces . 2 a 
H. Bacon & Son, Coulsdon .... 1,097 8 0 
*H. Hann, Mitcham .......... 1,066 18 6 
A. A. Secrett, Ltd., Wallington 1,035 0 0 
Surveyors’ Estimate ........ 1,064 0 0 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE.—For the erection of 
208 flats at Delaval-road, Newcastle, for the Housing 
Architect’s Dept. :-— 


H. Kelly, Ltd., Newcastle.... £89,212 0 @ 
Stinley Miller, Newcas‘le 88,500 0 6 
Alexr. Anderson, Newcastle... 72,000 0 9 
W. Brazell, West Hartlepool... 69,502 17 11 
R. F. Brown & Co., Blaydon- 

CEE ni cancicccsccave 68,845 0 8 
E. R. Davison & Son, Blay- 

COPE va ccageesiss 190 0 € 
Geo. G. Carr, Newcastle 65,520 0 6 


*J.S. Hetherington, Newcastle 66,322 10 @ 
W. W. Franklin, Newcastle.. "(58,761 15 5 


OLDBURY.—For erection of 20 houses in Queen’s- 
road, Londonderry, for the U.D.C. Mr. RB. Fletcher, 
Surveyor. Public Buildings, Oldbury :— 


Alcester Builders, Ltd., Alcester .... £9,960 
Whitcomb, Harding & Co., Astos .... 8,520 
A, 5. CRUE EO dace cvccccveye 8,519 
Meredith & Hingley, Cradley ........ 8,516 
W. Jackson, Langley Green ........ 8,500 
Housing, Ltd., Blackheath .......... 8,484 
W. Edwards, Birmingham .......... 8,300 
Harper & Sons, Blackheath .......... 8,200 
Butler Bros., Erdington ............ 7,760 
*Hankins & Edwards, Smethwick...... 7,270 


alterations to the Wesleyan 
Church, Paignton, for the Trustees. Messrs. W. G. 
Couldrey & Son, architects, Paignton. Quantities by 
Messrs. Harris & Hills, Paignton and Torquay :— 


PAIGNTON.—For 


i, SONS on'5k4049-06:0 40000666608 £1,765 
Me I a waa s kt asks oaks as 1,736 
Willcocks & Barnes ..........e00. 1,570 
errr ee 1,542 
ee Rr rer ee 1,487 


PETERBOROUGH.—For construction of sewage 
disposal works at Eye, for the R.D.C. Mr. G. A. 


Penwill, Surveyor and Engineer, 33, Queen-street, 
Peterborough :— 
Gunn & Macneill, Ltd., 
BOE. asbcenbensensiess £3,412 7 1 
J. Cracknell, Ltd., Peter- 
OI £508 dn s-60 ben 2,470 0 0 
R.8. Jellings, Peterborough. . 2,394 0 ®@ 
*J. Guttridge & Sons, Peter- 

WENO csp eivcnccedécece 2,148 0 0 
Surveyor’s estimate ........ 2,335 0 @ 
PORTSMOUTH.—For rebuilding shop premises 
Albert-road, for Messrs. Baker & Co. Messrs. A. E. 


Cogswell & Sons, architects, Portsmouth. Quantities 
by architects :— 


Henry Jones Son .....csescicsecs £2,287 
eT Ree 2,210 
re ee 2,197 
eR RP ee 2,193 
COR BA BOG, oc cvccccicessscces 2,193 
WN CEE a 0. 6-6 6 dbase ced cnddvde 2,175 
SE, gndepee kan saswawwes 2,155 
a A er eee ee 2,077 


PENYBONT.—For (1) erection of 12 parlour-type 
houses, Pencoed ; (2) construction of road and sewer, 
Pencoed ; (3) erection of eight non-parlour type houses, 
Pencoed, for the R.D.C, The Engineer, Penybont 
R.D.C., 8, Wyndham-street, Bridgend :— 


E. Clarke, Bridgend— Per house. 
3... 64 Eres £530 0 @0 
I oS Bn bua uc 6008.08 480 0 @ 

D. Davies, Pencoed— 

PRSROUE WOUES occ cbc ceccwes 425 0 ® 
pO ere 385 0 0 

W. H. Pickering, Pencoed— 

6a 422 10 0 
382 10 6 


PEE nna 002 oo8 0 0.0ire de 
Roads and Sewers— 


E. Clarke, Bridgend............ 742 10 0 
Watson & Horocks, Bridgend 462 15 6 
Rees Jones, Coychurch ........ 439 13 0 


ROCHDALE.—For erection of 50 houses on Turf 
Hill Estate, for the T.C. Mr. S. H. Morgan, Borough 
Surveyor, Town Hall, Rochdale :— 

*R. & T. Howarth, Rochdale. 


SCARBOROUGH.—For (a) erection of 50 houses 
on Edgehill Park Estate ; (b) block of 8 houses, Potter- 
lane; (c) block of 9 flats, Longwestgate, for the B.C. 
Mr. Harry W. Smith, Borough engineer, Town Hall, 
Scarborough :— 

*(a) Jenkinson (Worksop), Ltd., Worksop. 
*(b) Jackson & Oates, Goole. 
*(c) Fenwick & Co., Ltd., Hull. 


SEDBERGH.—For laying about 2,200 lin. yds. of 
5-in., 4-in., and 3-in. cast-iron pipes, &c., for the 
R.D.C. Messrs. Taylor & Wallin, engineers, 47, 
Pilgrim-street, Newcastle-on-Tyne :— 

W. H. Rogers, Willenhall............ £6,538 
C. Collins & Co., Radcliffe .......... 5,980 


John Best, Edinburgh ............ 6,723 
Gunn MeNeill, Ltd., Westminster 5,642 
J. G. Porteous, Middlesbrough ...... 5,142 
W. V. Patrick, Grassington ........ 5,092 
POs & OO.. ME ncnscaconnsecense 4,978 
Gibson & Gibson, Middlesbrough .... 4,776 
John Hine & & Son, pO Ree "766 
*James Leslie & Sons, Whitehaven... . 4 741 
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SHEFFIELD 
TA 


"G. Losadea & Son 
Kreetion of a transformer sub-station 
in Upperthorpe 
Alterations and additions to the rotary 
converter sub-station at Newhall- 
road 
Additions to the existing transformer 
sub-station in Denby-street . 
Mrection of a transformer sub-st ation 
mntbe Manor Housing Estate 
Erection of a transformer sub-station 
at Bents Green 
PF SHEFFIELD.—For excavations, taking down and 
rebuilding boundary walls, &c., 
widening of Fulwood-road between Lawson-road and 
Taptonville-road, for the T.C.: 


"H. & E. Andrews.. . £1,400 





For various building works, for the 


in connection with the 





TERRAZZO & MOSAIC 
PAVINGS 


Post or 'Phone( Park 1885) 
details of requirements to 


TURPIN’S PARQUET 
FLOORING CO, 


25, a HILL GATE, 
ONDON, W.11. 











FITZPATRICK & SON 


Masons and Paviors. 


Owing to expansien of trade ALL BUSINESS 
is now TRANSACTED at the WORKS, 


455, OLD FORD ROAD, BOW, E.3 


(a mins, Old Ford, N.L.R.) *Phore: East 4808 
to which address all communications should be 





sddressed 

















J, GLIKSTENsSON 


LIMITED ———————- 


Specialities in 
SEASONED 
HARDWOODS 
MAHOGANY WALNUT 
JAPANESE, AMERICAN and 


WAINSCOT OAK, TEAK, 
WHITEWOOQD, &c. 








REGISTERED OFFICE AND WHARF 


CARPENTERS RD. 
STRATFORD 
LONDON E.15 


Telegrams : 
GLIKSTEN ‘PHONE 
LONPON. 


Telephone : 
East 377! 
(5 lines) 

















Fe 





‘3X THE BUILDER ®& 


SHEFFIELD.—For the construction of retaining 
walls and invert to the River Sheaf, Broadway-road, 
for the T.C, :— 

*J. & E. Nadin & Son 

SHEFFIELD.—For demolition of concrete founda- 

tions at Neepsend, for the T.C. :— 
*British Concrete Breaking Co., Bolton. . 

SHEFFIELD.—For the red of 500 4 in. 

iron water pipes, to the 1.C 
*Staveley Coal & Iron Co. 7 3 

SHEFFIELD.—For painting at Heeley Baths for 
the T.C. :- 

*Flint Bros. ...... 

SK EGNESS.—For installation of sdaitions } pumap- 
ing machinery at the Welton bore, for U.D.C. 

*Sulzer, London... £1,280 ond £210 for 
concreting plant. 

STOBS WOOD.—For erection of elementary school, 
Ulgham, to accommodate 200 scholars, for the North- 
umberland E.€. :— 

*Taylor & Fulbeck, Blyth 


STOU RPORT.—For laying of a concrete floor at the 
Fire Station, for the T.C. : 

*E. Oakley & Son, Stourport. 

TAUNTON. 
posal works, for the T.C. 
Engineer, Taunton; : 

The Standard Construction & Main- 

tenance Co., Swansea 

Cowlin & Son, Bristol 

W. H. Smith, Torquay 

J.& W. Stewart, London 
Spiller & Browne, Taunton 
Geo. Pollard & Co., Taunton 
Fothergill Bros., Exeter 

KE. Ireland, Bath 

H. Smith, Newport 
IF. & E. Small, Taunton 

TOBERMORY. 
four blocks of two, for the 


Engineer, Council Offices, 
Mr. Gladstone Browne, re asure!, Glasgow :— 


Brickwork—*John Adam & Co., Glasgow. 
Joiner work—*A, McTavish, Connel Ferry. 
Plumber—* Anderson & Nisbet, Oban. 
Slater, plaster and concrete work—*H. Sinclair & Son 
Tobermory. 


WALSALL.—For the erection of slipper baths and 
caretakers’ quarters on Bloxwich Fields, for the T.C :— 
*J. & F. Wootton £1,913 1 2 


WALTON-ON-THAMES.—For iron Sens for 
Hersham Recreation Ground, for the U.D.C, :— 


*Faulkner, Ltd Te 11 6 
WEYMOUTH. 
sion to the booking offices, Esplanade, 
Bird & Cox, 9 9 
Theo. Conway, Ltd. : 0 0 
Jesty & Baker 226 15 0 
*Jenkins, Hitt & Grant, Ltd..... 179 0 0 


J.J. ETRIDGE, J. 


SLATING AND TILING 


SLATE MERCHANTS 


CONTRACTORS. 
Inspections and Reports made on 


OLD on FAULTY ROOFS 


in any part of the country. 
Telephone: Bishopsgate 1944/5, or write, 


Bethnal Green Slate Works, 


BETHNAL GREEN, LONDON, E. 


£250 
cast- 


£4,981 


For reconstruction of sewage dis- 
r. J. F. Shellard, Borough 


For erection of eight houses in 
T.C. Mr. A. Macnaughton, 
Tobermory. Quantities by 


For the construction of an exten- 
for the T.C, :- 





[Fesruary 22, 1924. 


New Catalogue. 

Messrs. Ruston & Hornsby, Ltd., Lincoln, 
will be pleased to send a copy of their new 
dragline excavator catalogue, No. 4,564, on 
receipt of a postcard. 








SEASONED 


AUSTRIAN & JAPANESE 


OAK 


LARGE STOCKS HELD IN LONDON 
SUITABLE FOR JOINERY & FLOORING 


SYDNEY PRI DAY & Sons 


WAINSCOT OAK MERCHANTS 


25 Monument St., London, E.C.3 
Tel: ROYAL 1162-3, 











JOINERY, 


Of every description and in any kind ef Wood. 


CHAS. E. ORFEUR, Lrtob., 

- =. GOLNE BANK WORKS, 
Piet ites: acts a COLCHESTER. 

Telegrams: “ Orfour, Colchester.” 








Telephone: 0196 
HIGH-CLASS 


FLOORINGS 


of every description in 


WOOD BLOCKS. PARQUETRY 
SEASONED T. & G. WAINSCOT OAK 
TEAK AND MAPLE. 
FACTORY AND ROADWAY PAVING 


STEVENS & ADAMS 


LIMITED 
VICTORIA MILL, POINT PLEASANT 


WANDSWORTH, S.W.18. 
(Phones : Putney 1700 & 2457 














Scheel & Hospital Stoves 


MAKERS @ 
WRIGHT'S IMPROVED and alse SHORLAND PATENT 
WARM AIR VENTILATING PATTERNS. 











GEO. WRIGHT fine’ 








BRABY’S 


ECONOMICAL 
EFFECTIVE 


ESTIMATES FREE 


AsO N& 8 PATTERN 
WITH Woop CORE. 


“DROP-DRY” 


No. 6 
PATTERN 


GLAZING 


MANY THOUSANDS 
OF FEET FIXED TO 
ROOFS OF 
FACTORIES, WARE- 
HOUSES, &C. 


LOWEST PRICES 


F.BRABY & G° L™ 352-364, EUSTON RD., LONDON, N.W.1 


Telegrams: 
“ Gourteaus, Eusroad,London " 


Ano at LIVERPOOL, BRISTOL, GLASGOW, FALKIRK, &c. 


Telephone No.: 
Museum 3032 (5 Lines) 











